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CURRENT TOPICS, 


OwIne To various causes, some avoidable, and others unavoid- 
able, there have probably been during the present legal year 
fewer days of sitting by the judges of the Supreme Court than 
in any recent year; and it now appears probable that, in con- 
sideration of the learned judges having done less work, they 
will enjoy an extended Long Vacation. The 13th of August 
happens to fall on Tuesday, and it is anticipated that most of 





‘the courts will rise on the previous Saturday. Lot us hope 


that the anticipation will prove to be unfounded. 





Tue rEPoRT for 1900 of the Director of Pablic Prosecutions, 
which has just appeared, contains a melancholy list of prosecu- 
tions of defaulting solicitors, but the introductory note to the 
list deserves special attention as shewing the effect on the 
public of the Lake case. The Director says that ‘“ During 
the year 1900 the Director received a large number of 
applications to institate proceedings against solicitors for mis- 
appropriation of clients’ moneys and other offences. Many of 
these applications were made on the most frivolous grounds and were 
quite unsupported by evidence, but in thirteen cases the Director, 
after investigating the evidence, considered it his duty to take 
proceedings.” In three of these cases, however, the solicitors 
had absconded before the case had been brought to the know- 
ledge of the Director, 





Tue votume of criminal statistics which has also just been issued 
contains a valuable introduction by Mr. Joun Macpvonztt, O.B.,in 
which he draws attention to the fact that the returas for 1899 
shew a smaller amount of “crime known to the police” than 
in any year of which there is a complete record—+#.¢., since 1857. 
Comparing 1899 with 1868, in which there was the largest 
recorded number of crimes, while the population had largely 
increased, crime had decreased 25 per cent. Judging from 
the averages for each five years since 1880, the decrease of crime 
has on the whole been continuous. Another remarkable fact is 
that the proportion of —— to crimes known to the 
police has fallen in England generally from 74 per 
cent. to 70 per cent., while in London the proportion has 
increased. Mr. MacponzLL mentions several causes which have 
been suggested for the decrease of crime, but at the end of his 
introduction he says: ‘‘I draw one conclusion with confidence ; 
that inferences from the above figures that this or that is the 
‘cause’ of variations in a particular crime are generally of 
doubtful value; and that mioute loval inquiry is often 
needed to correct and supplement the conclusious drawn from 
the figures for the whole country.” 





WE print elsewhere a letter from Messrs. Howz & Rake, 
referring to our recent article (ante, p. 636) on the subject of a 
purchase and contemporaneous mortgagé of land in a district in 
which registration of title is compulsory under the Land 
Transfer Acts. The letter, though an interesting contribution, 
does not anywhere touch the subject-matter of our article. It 
deals with the effect of the mortgagee’s security, when completed 
by registration. For the purposes of our article we assuined that 
the security, if and when so completed, would be sufficient, and 
confined ourselves to propounding the preliminary questioa, 
Can a mortgagee be safely advised to advance his money 
pending such completion? Our conclusion was that he could not 
be so advised, and our reasons were that he could not be certain 
that his security would inevitably and within a reasonably short 


39 
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time be so completed, without further trouble and expense, and 
that in the meantime he was not adequately secured. It seems 
clear that an ordinary mortgagee will not (unless he gets some 
inducement in the shape of a high rate of interest, or other- 
wise) part with his money on the chance of hereafter getting 
a good security; what he wants is a good security at once, 
or, at any rate, inevitably and in the near future. If our 
reasoning and conclusion are sound, the result is the familiar 
vicious circle: registration cannot take place without production 
at the registry of the conveyance to the purchaser; the vendor 
cannot part with his conveyance until his purchase-money is 
paid ; the purchaser cannot pay the money without the assist- 
ance of a mortgagee; the mortgagee cannot part with his 
money until his security has been completed by registration ; 
but registration cannot take place, &c., &c. 





AN INTERESTING decision has been given by the House of Lords 
in Great Western Railway Co. v. London and County Banking Co. 
(reported elsewhere) on the effect of sections 81 and 82 of the 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1882. Section 81 provides that where a 
person takes a crossed cheque which bears on it the words “ not 
negotiable,” he shall not get a better title to the cheque than 
that which the person from whom he took it had; and under 
section 82, where a banker in good faith and without negligence 
receives payment for a customer of a cheque crossed generally 
or specially to himself, and the customer has no title or a 
defective title thereto, the banker shall not incur liability to 
the true owner of the cheque by reason only of having received 
such payment. In the casein question one Hucains had been 
for many years a rate collector for various local bodies, 
and had been in the habit of taking cheques received in 
payment of rates to the Wantage branch of the defendant 
bank to be cashed. He had no account at the bank, but the 
cheques were cashed on presentment, and the amount either 
paid to Hvaatns or placed to the credit of local bodies having 
accounts at the bank, and the proceeds were collected by the 
bank subsequently. This practice had gone on for 
some twenty years. At length Hvaers presented, and 
received cash for, a crossed cheque for £142 10s. marked “ not 
negotiable,” which he had obtained fraudulently from the 

laintiff company. The cheque was drawn on _ the 
mdon Joint Stock Bank, by whom it was paid. The 
plaintiff company sought to make the defendant bank 
refund, and, apart from section 82, the claim seems to 
have been clearly right. Having regard to the form 
of the eheque, the plaintiff had no title to the cheque 
itself, and it is not possible, as Lord Hatssvury, C., pointed out, 
to draw a distinction between the title to the cheque and the 
title to the money obtained by it. The real question was 
whether the defendant bank were protected by section 82; that 
is, was Huaains a customer of the bank, and did the bank 
receive payment for him? These questions were answered by 
Bicuam, J., and the Court of Appeal in the affirmative, but as to 
each the House of Lords has taken a stricter view of the statute. 
The mere fact that Huacrns was in the habit of getting cheques 
cashed at the bank did uot make him a customer. Nothing, as 
Lord Liypizy observed, was put to his debit or credit in any 
book kept by the bank, and he had no account there. Nor, 
when the cheque was collected, were the proceeds received for 
Hvucers. On receiving the face value of the cheque in cash, 
Hvcerss’ part in the transaction was at an end, and the bank, in 
subsequently collecting the money, received it on their own 
account. For these reasons the decision of the Court of Appeal 
was unanimously reversed. 





Tue number of decisions which have been given on the 
meaning of the terms ‘‘mines” and “minerals” shews the 
difficulty which has arisen in applying the terms in practice, 


and this difficulty is increased when the interpretation has to 
vary with the circumstances under which the words are used. 
That such variation is permissible has been held by Bucxtey, 
J., in the recent case of Great Western Railway Co. v. Blades 
(Times, 22nd inst.), with the result that the plaintiff company, if 
the decision stands, will be saved from liability to have the 








surface clay of land over which part of their line runs dug up 
as a mineral. It was suggested by James, LJ., in Hext 
v. Gill (200 W. R. 957, L. R. 7 Oh. 699), that the 
terms ought to be construed according to their common 
meaning in the mining and commercial worlds, and, if 
this were so, it is doubtful whether clay would ever be 
regarded as a mineral. But such a construction would be 
opposed, as the Lord Justice admitted, to the authorities, the 
result of which was stated by Metuisu, L.J., in the same case to 
be “that a reservation of ‘minerals’ includes every substance 
which can be got from underneath the surface of the earth for 
the purpose of profit, unless there is something in the context or 
in the nature of the transaction to induce the court to give it a 
more limited meaning.” Ard in that case china clay was held 
to be a mineral, although it could not be got without totally 
destroying the surface. At the same time, since the reservation 
of the minerals was contained in a grant of the land, it was held 
that the grantor was debarred by his grant from working 
the clay so as to destroy or seriously injure the surface, 
In cases, however, under the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, 
and similar Acts, the position of the parties is different, 
and, as Bucxtzy, J., has held on the present occasion, a 
different conclusion can be come to as to clay being a 
“ mineral.”” The scheme of these Acts is not that the grantor 
of the land while reserving the minerals remains under an 
obligation not to work them so as to let down the surface; 
but that upon the grant of the lands there shall be a reserva- 
tion of minerals without any such obligaticn, leaving it to the 
parties to settle as to the final disposal of the minerals when the 
time comes for actually working them. If the company wish 
to prevent the working they must then buy the minerals, and 
if they do not do so the mineral owner is left free to work 
them without regard to the damage he does to the surface, 
It is obvious, therefore, that a much greater burden is 
put upon the company when the time for working the minerals 
comes than in the case of an ordinary grant, and Buoxtey, J., 
treated this as a reason for not applying the test in Hext v. Gill. 
He held, accordingly, that Staffordshire brick clay, so near the 
surface that to work it would destroy the surface, was not a miceral 
within the meaning of section 77 of the Railway Clauses Act, 
1845, and that the railway company were not bound to protect 
their line by buying the surface land over again. This 
practically follows the decision of the House of Lords in Lord 
Provost of Glasgow v. Farie (37 W. R. 627, 13 App. Cas. 657) on 
the similar provisions of the Waterworks Clauses Act. 





Tux prorsion of the House of Lords in the case of Earl 
RvussEtt has put an end for ever to any doubt which may have 
existed as to the liability of an Englishman to be convicted of 
bigamy where the second marriage takes place in a foreign 
country. ‘The statute certainly appears to be fairlyclear. It is 
section 57 of the Offences against the Person Act, 1861, and it 
provides that ‘‘ whosoever, being married, shall marry any other 
person during the life of the former husband or wife, whether 
the second marriage shall have taken place in England or 
Ireland or elsewhere, shall be guilty of felony.” Formerly it was 
necessary to prove that the second marriage took place in Eng- 
land, for the second marriage is the offence, and, as a rule, it is 
only crimes committed in England which can be punished in 
England. In fact, no person can be tried under English law 
for any offence committed on land abroad except under the 
authority of some statute. There are very few of such offences 
which can be so tried; but by section 9 of the same Act murder 
or manslaughter, by a subject of his Majesty, ‘‘ committed on 
land out of the United Kingdom, whether within the Queen’s 
dominions or without,’ may be tried in England. These words 
are much more explicit and precise than the “ or elsewhere” 
of the section relating to bigamy, but apparently the meaning is 
the same. Anyhow, the House of Lords has now decided 
that bigamy in whatever part of the world it is committed may 
be dealt with in England. The defendant’s counsel argued to 
the contrary, and in support of his view he cited the case of 
McLeod v. The Attorney-General for New South Wales (1891, A. 0. 
455), which was decided by the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. The facts in that case were very like those in the 
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Russell case. The defendant was married in New South Wales, 
and subsequently, in the lifetime of his wife, was married again 
in the State of Missouri. On his return to Australia, he was 
indicted, tried, and convicted for the offence of bigamy under an 
Act of New South Wales which provides that ‘‘ whosoever, being 
married, marries another person during the life of the former 
husband or wife, wheresoever such second marriage takes place, 
shall be liable to penal servitude for seven years.” Against 
this conviction the defendant appealed to the Privy Council, 
and the conviction was quashed. It was quashed, however, not 
on the meaning of the words as they stood by themselves, but 
because it was necessary to read them as the legislation of a 
legislative body of limited jurisdiction, and subject to the 
limits of that jurisdiction. For this reason it was held 
that the Act applied only to second marriages within the 
colony, because it would have been wlira vires for the 
Legislature of the colony to have made any wider pro- 
vision. Of course, no question cf ultra vires can arise in the 
interpretation of the statutes of the Imperial Legislature. The 
question, however, may be raised some day whether the English 
Act when it says ‘‘whosoever” can apply to an alien who 
commits the offence in a foreign country. Probably if the 
question arises it will be held that “ whosoever ” applies only to 
persons over whom the Sovereign has jurisdiction—that is, 
persons who are domiciled “subjects of the King, or who 
commit an offence within the King’s dominions. Even an 
Act of the Imperial Parliament must be read subject to 
the limitations of international law, that a country can 
only legislate for its own subjects or for acts done within 
its own territories, and section 9 is expressly limited in this way. 
It appears, however, that, even with this limitation, McLzop, if 
he came to England, might even now be convicted of bigamy 
here, although his conviction in New South Wales was held to 
be bad in law. It is quite possible that Lord Russzxz founded 
his view of the law upon this case, but ignorantia legis neminem 
excusat, and as was announced by the Lord Chancellor at the 
trial, the judges were unanimously of opinion that the case did 
not help him. 





A JUDGMENT just pronounced by the Fourth Chamber of the 
Tribunal of the Seine is of interest, as it enables us to compare 
the procedure in foreign courts as to the assessment of damages 
with that established in the English courts. The action was to 
recover damages for injury from a gas explosion, the details 
being very similar to those of actions frequently brought in this 
country. The plaintiff, a physician practising in Paris, returned 
to his rooms about nine o’clock in the evening and was at once 
conscious of an escape of gas. He hastened to open the 
windows, but before they were open a terrible explosion took 
en and he was severely injured in the face and hands. 

vidence was given that his hand would never possess the 
same aptitude for the exercise of his profession which it had 
before. The cause of the explosion appeared to be that the gas 
company, having been directed by the plaintiff to cut off the 
supply of gas, had employed a contractor who had done 
his work so unskilfully that the gas had escaped into 
the paintiff’s rooms. The court gave judgment against the 
gas company, finding them guilty of negligence, and 
ordered that they should pay the plaintiff a gross sum of 20,000 
francs and an —- for his life of 6,000 francs. An award of 
an annuity to the plaintiff by way of damages was of course 
until a alles ouied unheard of in the English courts. The 
common law simply made compensation by awarding a certain 
amount of money as damages to the sufferer. Execution was 
obtained through the sheriff, and the machinery at his disposal 
was only suitable for raising a fixed sum of money from the 
goods of the debtor. It may often happen that to require a 
defendant to pay forthwith a large sum of money for which he 
has been cast in damages may involve him in ruin, but the only 
indulgence which he can obtain is from the plaintiff ; the superior 
courts have no power to direct payment by instalments or to 
award anything in the nature of an annuity. 





Taz rirst modification in this _— as to damages 
he report of the County 


was made in the county courts. 





Court Commissioners in 1855 mentioned that an order for 
payment of money in the county courts y required the - 
unsuccessful party to pay the amount of the a either 
at once or by instalments, and they recommended, without 
giving any — m for reek a ge wage that, my relation 
to judgments for sums i 20, the power of the jndge 
to direct payment by instalments without the consent of the 
plaintiff should cease. Accordingly the law at the t day 
is (by the County Courts Act, 1888, s. 105) that where the 
judgment does not exceed £20, the court may order payment 
by instalments, but in other cases the consent of the plaintiff is 
necessary. A new departure took in the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897, First Schedule, which enacts that the 
amount of compensation under the Act shall be—where total or 
partial incapacity for work results from the injury—a weekly 
payment during the incapacity, with power for the defendant, 
after the payment has continued for six months, to have it 
redeemed by the payment of a lump sum. The practice in the 
Divorce Division shews that the Legislature has had its atten- 
tion drawn to the hardship which must often attend an order 
for the payment of a gross sum. The Act 29 Vict. c. 32, s. 1, 
after providing that the court may order that the husband 
shall secure to the wife a gross sum of money or such 
annual sum of money for any term not exceeding her 
own life, proceeds ‘‘ Whereas it sometimes happens that a 
decree is obtained against a husband who has no property on 
which the payment of any such or annual sum can be 
secured, but nevertheless he would be able to make a monthly 
or weekly payment to the wife during their joint lives . . . 
it shall be lawful for the court to e an order on the husband 
for payment to the wife during their joint lives, of such monthly 
or weekly sums for her maintenance and support as the court 
may think reasonable.” Whether the law as to the period for 
the payment of damages assessed in the High Court has been 

y settled, it would be difficult to say. e are inclined to 
think, however, that the subject might receive more considera- 
tion than it has hitherto had. 





A vsErut decision has been given by Kexewicu, J., in 
Mortgage Insurance Co. v. Canadian Agricultural, &c., Co. (ante, 
P- 619). The action was brought by the plaintiff company, as 

olders of first mortgage debentures of the defendant company, on 
behalf of themselves and other holders of like debentures, and 
the defendants were (1) the defendant company, (2) the trustees 
for the first mortgage debenture-holders, and (3) the trustees 
for second mortgage debentare-holders. The same solicitor 
appeared for all three sets of defendants. The assets 
were insufficient to pay the first debentures in full, and 
the order on further consideration provided in the first instance 
for payment of costs, the direction being that the taxing-master 
should tax ‘‘the costs of the plaintiffs and defendants other 
than the defendant company,” and that such costs should be 
paid. Under this direction the taxing-master held that he 
could allow to the defendants’ solicitor only two-thirds of 
his bill, and that he must look to the company for payment of 
the remaining third, and in sup of this view reli was 
arg on Re Colquhoun (2 W. R. 286, 5 De G. M. & G, 35). 

hat decision is to the effect that a solicitor who is acting for 
several defendants in a suit, who defend together, is entitled 
to only one set of costs, and that he will recover a 
proportionate i each defendant; but the 
pote upon which the decision was founded was described 

y the Court of Appeal as objectionable, and on the t 
occasion Keke won, J., avoided Soober recourse to it by ciaing 
the original order. The direction for taxation as altered allo 
the re aie —: a full set al costs out = Se: assets, 
notwithstandi ¢ the company peared by the same 
solicitor. 08 aeaeen all the i for which the costs are given 
has been done by the solicitor on behalf of the debenture 
trustees, and it is only fair that the costs should be paid. To 
refer the solicitor for a part to the company is practically to 
deny him payment. 








A memorial service for Mr. Samuel Pope, K.C., largely attended, was 
held at the Temple Church on Thureday evening. 
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THE LIABILITY. OF TRADE UNIONS, 


Tux. celebrated vacation judgment of Mr. Justice Farweztt in 
Taff Vale Railway Co. v. Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants 
(44 Soricrrors’ Journat, 714), which proved to be too strong 
for the Oourt of Appeal (49 W. R. 101), has been unanimously 
affirmed by the House of Lords (reported elsewhere), the Lord 

Ohancellor contenting himself with adopting the learned judge’s 
judgment, and the somewhat bold construction which he placed 
bs ap the,Trade Union Acts has thus been abundantly justified. 

ntil the question was definitely raised, it was generally 
assumed that a trade union, being an unincorporated association, 
was not liable to be sued, and hence, notwithstanding the 
enormous powers which it possessed, it could not be made liable 
in tort for any injury done in the exercise of its powers. This 
view was supported by the fact that the Legislature in legalizing 
trade unions had made specific provision for the vesting of the 
property of the unions in trustees and for the liability of the 
trustees to be sued in respect of the property, and these pro- 
visions seemed to exclude the possibility of implying any liability 
in the unions themselves. Had they been raised to the rank of 
corporations, of course the liability to be sued would have 
followed. But the Legislature had refrained from taking this 
step, and it was a natural inference that, in the anomalous 
— in which the unions had been placed, their rights and 

iabilities were to be governed by the express provisions of the 
Acts, and were not to be determined by mere inference, however 
reasonable such inference might seem to be. 

‘ To this view Fanwezt1, J., did not accede. The keynote of 
his judgment was struck in the following passage: “Although 
@ corporation and an individual or individuals may be the only 
entities known to the common law who can sue or be sued, it is 
competent to the Legislature to give to an association of 
individuals, which is neither a corporation, nor a partnership, 
nor an individual, a capacity for owning property and acting by 
agents, and such capacity, in the absence of express enactment 
to the contrary, involves the necessary correlative of liability 
to the extent of such property for the acts and defaults of such 
agents.” Thus, whereas on the view stated above liability 
could only be the result of express enactment, the learned judge 
held that the position accorded to trade unions involved a 
corresponding liability unless they were expressly absolved. 
“The real question,” he continued, “is whether on the true 
construction of the Trade Union Acts the Legislature has 
legalized an association which can own property and can act 
by agents by intervening in labour disputes between employers 
and employed, but which cannot be sued in tort in respect of 
such acts. Now, the Legislature in giving a trade union the 
capacity to own property and the capacity to act by agents has, 
without incorporating it, given it two of the essential qualities 
of a corporation—essential, I mean, in respect of liability for 
tort, for a corporation can only act by its agents, and can only 
be made to pay by means of its property.” And after pointing 
out that, if trade unions were entitled to the exemption claimed, 
the Legislature would have authorized the creation of large 
societies capable of owning great wealth andof acting by agents, 
but yet free from responsibility for wrongs done to others by 
the use of the wealth and the employment of the agents, he laid 
down the following important principle: “The proper rule of 
construction of statutes such as these is that, in the absence of 
express contrary intention, the Legislature intends that the 
creature of the statute shall have the same duties, and that its 
funds shall be subject to the same liabilities, as the general law 
would impose on a private individual doing the same thing.” 
It was a plain inference from the enunciation of this principle 
that a trade union was liable in respect of unlawful acts 
committed under its authority in the course of a strike, and 
Farwe1t, J., held accordingly that the defendant society was 
properly made a party to an action in which an injunction 
against such acts was claimed. : 

However much the principles laid down by Fanwett, J., may 
commend themselves as being inherently reasonable, it is obvious 
that they raise very debateable questions, and, notwithstanding 
the admirable lucidity and directness with which he stated them, 
they, failed to find favour in the Court of Appeal, where the 
judgment of the Court (A, L. Saars, MR. Corns. and 





Srietine, L.JJ.) was read by the Master of the Rolls. In order, 
it was there said, that an action could be maintained against the 
defendant society in its society name there must be some statute 
enabling this to be done, either by creating the society a 
corporation, or enacting that it might be sued in its registered 
name, and this depended, as Farwztt, J., had said, on the 
construction of the Trade Union Acts of 1871 and 1876. But in 
dealing with these Acts the Court of Appeal preferred to go by 
their actual provisions rather than to draw deductions which the 
Legislature had abstained from expressing. In the case of other 
kindred associations—building societies and industrial societies 
—the Legislature had adopted the course of establishing the 
societies as corporations with liability to sue and to be sued in 
their corporate name; so that the important question of their 
liability to be sued had been clearly and definitely settled and 
had not been left to be a matter of inference. By the analogy 
of the Acts governing these societies the Court of Appeal held 
that in the Trade Union Acts the Legislature had intended to 
describe exactly the position of trade unions, and that if liability 
to be sued was not directly imposed upon them, the reason was 
that there was no intention that such liability should be imposed. 
‘‘Such a liability,” said the Master of the Rolls, ‘‘is not to be 
found in the Acts, and in our judgment the intention of the 
Legislature which the learned judge relies on is only to be 
found in what the Legislature has enacted. . . . We can find 
nothing in the Acts wherefrom the inference is to be drawn that 
the Legislature has enacted that a trade union can be sued in its 
registered name; but by reason of the language of the Acts, 
and what is omitted therefrom, if necessary, we should find the 
exact contrary.” 

The difference in the views taken by Farwztt, J., and by the 
Court of Appeal was thus very strongly marked, and each view 
was entitled to respect, as well from the judgment in which it 
was expressed as from the judge or judges whoupheld it. Mr. 
Justice FarwE.t’s judgment, we may be allowed to say, was 
markedly characterized by clearness and breadth of reasoning, 
and this isthe more notable in that it was given in vacation, 
and after but a short time for consideration, and probably with- 
out foreseeing the importance which it would assume. The 
Court of Appeal, in reversing this judgment, took a narrower 
view of the construction to be placed on the Trade Union Acts, 
and the Master of the Rolls and his colleagues preferred to 
adopt the safer course of adhering to what the Legislature had 
expressly enacted instead of extending the express provisions so 
as to include consequences which were merely matters of infer- 
ence, Between these opposing policies the House of Lords 
has had to decide, and it has decided, as has usually been the 
case recently, in favour of the broader view. The Lord 
Chancellor, as we have already intimated, singly adopted the 
judgment of Farwe.t, J., adding that if the Legislature had 
created a thing which could own property, which could employ 
servants, which could inflict injury, it must be taken to have 
impliedly given the power to sue it in a court of law for 
injuries purposely done by its authority and procurement, 
Lords SHanp and Brampron were similarly content to express 
their concurrence with the judge of first instance. 

Lords Macnacuren and Linvxey, while also agreeing with Far- 
WELL, J., supported his conclusion by reasons of theirown. Lord 
MaonaGurTen took the somewhat unusual course of referring to 
the report of the Royal Commission on Trade Unions in order 
to ascertain the intention of the Legislature; but apart from 
this, he held that the difficulty as to suing the union in its 
registered name might be got over by bringing a representative 
action. “I have no doubt whatever,” he said, “thata trade 
union, whether registered or unregistered, may be sued in a 
representative action if the persons selected as defendants be 
persons who, from their position, may be taken fairly to repre- 
sent the body.” And it followed, in his. view, that, since the 


registered name was nothing more than a collective name for all. 


the members, the action might also be brought against the 
union in its registered name. Lord Linpuzy also treated the 
matter as one in which the more elastic practice of equity might 
be used to supplement the strictness of the common law. The 
rules, he said, as to parties to suits in equity were not the same 
as those which governed courts of law, and were long since 
adopted to meet the difficulties presented by a multiplicity of 
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persons interested in the subject-matter of litigation. Some of such me to the broker to refuse to carry over, whether the balance 
oO 


persons were allowed to sue and be sued on 


compulsory, and hence the judgment of Farwett, J., refusi 
to strike out the union as defendants was right. 


instance of judge-made law, it is not necessary to determine. 


It has the advantage of settling without further appeal to the 
Legislature a question of great importance, and of settling it in 


accordance with the dictates of justice and common sense. 








BROKER’S RIGHT TO CLOSE HIS CLIENT’S 
ACCOUNT. 


Tux curious blending of the ordinary principles of law with the 
customs and usages of the Stock Exchange which governs 
transactions in stocks and shares renders it very hard to say 
when one and when the other should predominate, and has 
introduced a degree of uncertainty into Stock Exchange 
contracts which prevails in no other branch of commercial law. 
Not the least difficult of the many points still awaiting solution 
are those which relate to the limits of a broker’s right to close 
his client’s account, as is well exemplified by the very recent 
case of Erskine & Co, v. Sachs (17 T. L. R. 636), Before dealing 
with that case, however, an examination of the nature of that 
right and its limitations may prove useful to many who, though 

ssibly familiar with Stock Exchange transactions, have not 
had time or occasion to consider the subject very closely. 

The right of a broker to close his client’s account is a matter 
which is regulated in part by Stock Exchange usage, and in part 
by the ordinary principles of the law of contract, and in this 
connection it should be remembered that every Stock Exchange 
bargain is “‘ subject to the rules and regulations and usages of 
the Stock Exchange” (rule 53). 

These rules and regulations, be it noted, only recognize 
dealings between members of the “house,” and therefore 
there are not found among them any rules which deal with the 
rights and obligations of a broker against or to his client with 
reference to the closing of his client’s account. But though 
there are no express rules, there are certain customs, now well 
established, which entitle the broker, in certain events, to 
summarily close his client’s account. The question of closing 
an account does not, of course, arise properly unless stocks are 
carried over from account to account—in fact, unless there is a 
running, or open, account. With regard to a single transaction 
there is no difficulty. The contract is, in the absence of special 
agreement, for completion at the next account, and, having once 
— the order, the broker cannot go back on his contract, 
which must be duly completed when the transaction is at an end 
and the account closed. So in Mazted v. Paine (L. R. 4 Ex. 81), 
where the broker carried over without his client’s instructions, the 
client was held entitled to repudiate the transaction. Of course, 
as in the case of any other agency contract, where the agent has 
acted in excess of his authority, the client might either expressly 
or impliedly ratify the carry over, in which case he would be 
liable: Campbell v. Brass (7 T. L. R. 612). It would, moreover, 
be open to the client to revoke his authority to buy or sell 
before it was acted upon. Again, supposing the client before 
the settling day intimated his intention not to carry out the 

gain, the broker would be justified, no doubt, in at once 
closing the account without waiting for settling day. In such a 


case the ordinary rule would apply, that if there is a definite | t 
for its validity in the case of death than in that of insolvency. 
The rights and liabilities of a dead man 
administrator, pg rg e id, se vanera yctine potaypoe Ravage a 
contract should be specially exempted from the ordinary rule. 
Of course on the next settling day the broker can close the 
account, and is not, as we have seen, obliged Petcenc 4 over. As 
between members of the Stock Exchange ves such a 


Tepudiation of a contract before performance, the contract may 
be treated as broken, and an action brought for damages at 
Once: Hochster v. Delatour (2 E, & B, 678). 

It is those cases in which the client is running a speculative 
account, carrying over large quantities of stock from one account 
to another, and in which it may be necessary for the broker to 

the account for his own protection, that give rise to the 
Most difficult problems. 


half of themselves 
and all others having the same interest. And he added that the 
principle was as applicable to new cases as to old, and ought to 
be applied to the exigencies of modern life as occasion required. 
In the case of trade unions he held that the use of the registered 
name in a suit against the union was at least permissive, if not 


fusing 
How far the 
result is a correct deduction from the Trade Union Acts and 
from the practice of the courts, and how far it is merely an 


differences is in his favour or against him (Zhacker v. Hardy, 
27 W. R. 158), and thereupon the account is closed. For every 
‘‘carry over” is in effect a sale and repurchase of the stock, a 
new bargain which it is, of course, open to the broker to enter- 
tain or not. But there remains the difficult question in what 
circumstances, if any, and under what conditions is a broker 
entitled summarily to close his client’s account? It will tend 
es aa to treat this question shortly under the following 

8: 

(1) Failure to Pay Differences.—The right of a broker to close 
his client’s account —_ a failure to pay differences does not 
depend on any rule of the Stock Exchange, but is regulated by 
a custom which has been held to be good since it was established 
for the protection of the broker, who is personally liable to the 
jobber: Davis v. Howard (24 Q. B. D. 691). Whatever the 
cause of the client’s failure to pay such differences, a state- 
ment of which has been sent him by the broker before pay- 
day, upon such default or omission the broker is entitled to 
close the account. It has been suggested that such a right 
is limited to a running account for differences—that is, to 
@ speculative account, and does not apply where the client 
intends to take delivery of the shares. But this sugges- 
tion ignores the fact that every purchase and sale on the 
Stock Exchange is a bargain for delivery of shares or 
stock and not a bargain for differences. Whether the account 
is a running account or whether it is a single transaction in 
which the broker well knows that the client intends ultimately 
to take delivery of the specific shares, the same principle applies, 
and the broker, if he is in a position to deliver the shares and the 
client fails to pay, is entitled to close the account by selling them. 
All the reported cases turn on closing a running account, but 
that the principle applies in both cases is, it is submitted, in- 
contestable. both cases the reason for the custom is the 
same—namely, the protection of the broker. 

(2) Insolvency.—The right of the broker to close his client’s 
account upon the insolvency of his client does not rest upon such 
firm ground as the right to close on failure to pay differences, 
though the right is similarly based on the custon of the Stock 
Exchange. In Lacey v. Hill ( Crowley’s case) (22 W. R. 586) such 
a custom was held to be as between a broker and a client, 
who was aware of it, but whether such a custom would be binding 
on a client who was not aware of it is very questionable. 
Indeed such a custom would seem to run counter to the 
py | principles of the law of contract. The bankruptcy 
or insolvency of one party to a contract does not entitle the 
other party to a contract to refuse to perform his contract. The 
rights of the bankrupt pass to his trustee, who can claim per- 
formance of the contract. If, then, the broker closed an insolvent 
client’s account before the agreed settling day, and the shares 
subsequently rose, it is difficult to see what answer he would 
have to an action by the bankrupt’s trustee for damages, or, if 
the trustee wished to take delivery, to an action for non-delivery 
of the shares agreed to be sold. Lacey v. Hill Neate gpd 
case) (21 W. R. 857) the custom was also proved, but the case 
decided on other grounds. However, the learned Lords 
Justices (James and Mzxuisu, L.JJ.) intimated that if the shares 
had risen between the sale and settling day, the broker would 
have been liable in The mdr rule of the Stock 


Exchange (rule 177) which upon the insolvency of a member 
automatically closes all accounts between that member and 


other members, has, of course, no application. The question, 
therefore, must be considered as still undecided, but on principle 
there can be little doubt that no such —_ exists. 

(3) Death.—The custom relied on in the cases discussed above, 
as proved therein, extended not only to the insolvency, but also 
0 fhe death, of the principal. But there is still less to be said 


pass to his executor or 





In this connection one point is quite clear. It is certainly 





custom may be binding, but it is, it is submitted, bad as against 
outaiders. 
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In, dealing with this subject it is important to notice that a 
broker.in exercising his right to close his client’s account must 
not act capriciously, and moreover must be scrupulously 
fair towards him. In this connection the recent case of Zrskine, 
Oxenford, § Co. v. Sachs (17 T. L. R. 636) illustrates perhaps the 
most important point for the broker to observe—namely, that he 
must obtain the very best price possible for the stocks he closes. 
The broker may, if he pleases, and very often does, immediately 
repurchase the same shares from the jobber. There is no 
objection to this so we J as he remembers that until the 
transaction of sale is completed, he is the agent of and acting in 
a fiduciary capacity for his client. In ae a case the sale and 
repurchase are independent transactions, and the fact that the 
broker may Tepyrchnen at a lower price is no ground for upsetting 
it: Walter v. King (13 T. L. R. 270), But inthe case My Erskine 
v. Sechs (supra) the broker went to the jobber to sell, The jobber 
quoted a price. ‘Then the broker intimated to the jobber 
that he intended to repurchase. Thereypon the jobber 

uoted a lower price, at which the stocks were sold and repur- 
Steal Here there was in substance only one transaction, and 
the broker made a profit at his client’s expense. The Court of 
Appeal held that he must account for it to the client. 
further point to notice is that a broker should not close an 
account so long as he holds satisfactory ‘‘ cover” or security. 
Of course, it is always open to the broker to refuse to run an 
account unless he has security. For such dealings a special 
bargain is usually made, and the broker must be careful to 
observe the terms of it. 

If.a broker elects to close his client’s account, he must close 
the whole account. He cannot pick and choose among the 
different securities : Samuel vy. Rowe (8.T. L. R, 488). Finally, a 
broker should be careful to act without delay : Lacey v. Hill (22 
W. R. 586). For it is obvious that his client may be much 
Feaipdiont if he hesitates between closing and carrying over. 

e must make up his mind at once, or may be liable to his 


client in damages. 








THE LATE MR. LAVIE. 


A VALUABLE officer of the court has passed away in the on of Mr. 
GERMAIN LaviE, one of the Chantvery Regia Fednoated at 
Westminster, where he gained a scholarship, and subsequently at 
Ohristchurch, Oxford, he acquired at both places a reputation for 
ability and work. The sudden death of a near relative unfortunately 
d him from competing at Oxford in the final schools for 
onours, and he therefore never gained the first class which his 
fis ocdhocy de had expected him to get. But when he went up for 
his ord degree, the examiners conferred upon him an honorary 
fourth, at the same time that they conferred a similar distinction 
upon the late Lord Justice THEstcEzR. Upon leaving Oxford, Laviz 
served his articles with his uncle’s firm; but preferring a profession 
somewhat more congenial to his tastes than that of a solicitor, and 
desiring a post. where he could follow, Bia at any rate, his 
literary instincts, he was appointed to a clerkship in the istrars’ 
office in 1861 by WeEstBury, the then Lord Chancellor; and he 
became a Regi in November, 1882, 

Ih this capacity he justified the opinion which had been formed of 
him. No man had a more complete knowledge of Ohancery practice ; 
no Registrar’s opinion was more respected than his by the Sheneary 
judges upon doubtful points of practice, and the late Lord Justice 
Curry. has expressed to the writer his sense of the assistance often 
given to him by Laviz. His memorandum upon the subject of attach- 
ments and committals which is. reported in the Law Reports 1893, 1 Ch. 
259, is an instance of the trouble he would take when asked to assist in 
elucidating a point of practice. He was perhaps in some matters 
rather hypercritical, and may sometimes have applied the rules of 
strict a _ in cases where they might conveniently, 
and t injustice, have been disregarded. But he 
probably acted upon the principle that it was for the court, rather 
than for the » to relax a settled practice. Nor were his 
services confined to the ordinary duties attaching to his office. When 
it became. desirable to alter the practice in the Paymaster’s office, 


and te new rules applicable to the payment of funds into and 
out of court. by means of printed schedules, LAvIE’s assistance was 
sought by the and the Lord Chancellor. This was readily 


given, and it has been chiefly wo his labours and accuracy that 


in connection with the rules, and added, “ His remarkable knowledge 
and abilities have always been at the disposal of the public 
when questions relating to the administration of justice have been 
under discussion,” And the incidents of a Chancery action and the 
improvement of Chancery procedure did not alone engage his 
attention. The epigrams by which he occasionally relieved the 
monotony of a long day in court were well known; most of them 
were excellent, and many were communicated both to the bench and 
the bar. Mr, Justice Cozens-Harpy enjoyed many of them, and we 
hope that they are not all lost. 

As might expected, the conscientiousness and sense of duty 
which marked Laviz’s public life were also conspicuous in all the 
relations of his private life. Of simple tastes, unassuming manners, 
and affectionate disposition, he was a strong Churchman. He had 
been on the staff of John Bull when that paper was a force in the 
land, and was accustomed to review for the English Churchman in the 
days of Pusry, and occasionally in later years either wrote or 
reviewed for the Church Review. The interest he took in Church work 
was also evidenced by the assistance which, as a layman, he always 
gave to the clergy in Westminster. 

These are now things of the past. For some time his health had 
been failing, and two years ago he underwent an operation which 
- him temporary relief but no permanent benefit. It was painful 
uring the last few months of his official life to see him struggling to 
do his work. No one could wish the attempt to continue under the 
existing conditions. He resigned his office in April last, and died on 
the 16th inst., retaining all his faculties and his interest in office 
matters to the last. He was buried on Friday, the 19th inst., by the side 
of his wife, who had predeceased him, in the churchyard at Carshalton, 
the first part of the service being performed at St. Margaret’s, 
Westminster, by his old friend the Bishop of St. Albans and by the 
Dean of Westminster. 
The life of a Chancery Registrar, as such, does not perhaps give 
much scope for talents of any high order. But at least it may be 
said that LAvVIE was an ornament to the profession which he had 
chosen for himself. His memory will be cherished by those who 
knew him, and he has left an example in official life which may well 
a followed by present and future Registrars of the Chancery 
ivision. 








REVIEWS. 
TORTS. 


THe Law or Torts; A TREATISE ON THE PRINCIPLES OF 
OBLIGATIONS ARISING FROM CIVIL WRONGS IN THE COMMON 
Law; TO WHICH 1s ADDED THE DRAFT OF A CODE OF CIVIL 
Wroncs PREPARED FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. By Sir 
FREDERICK PoLuock, Bart., Barrister-at-Law, Corpus Professor of 
Jurisprudence in the University of Oxford. Srxru EpIrion. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). F 
The chief incident in connection with the law of torts since the 
ublication of the last edition of Sir Frederick Pollock’s work has 

teen the decision of the House of Lords in Allen v. Flood (46 W. R. 

258; 1898, A. C. 1), and the establishment of the doctrine that malice 

does not in itself constitute a cause of action. An act otherwise 

lawful does not become unlawful because it is done with the indirect 
motive of injuring another person, The point is vital in the law of 
torts, and the principles laid down in the judgments of the law 
lords form the subject of frequent reference in the present 
edition. The even more important decision of the same 

tribunal in Derry v. Peck (38 W. R. 33, 14 App. Cas. 337) 

furnishes the foundation of the very careful discussion of the 

circumstances which must concur to give an action of deceit, 

a discussion in which the leading cases on the subject are 

carefully collected. A point which is still awaiting determination by. 

the higher tribunals which settle the law for this country is the liability 
of a wrongdoer topaz domegy for injuries resulting from nervous or 
mental shock of which his wrongdoing has been the cause. In 

Victorian Railway Commissioners v. Coultas (13 App. Cas. 222) the 

Privy Council decided against the liability, but Sir Frederick Pollock 

agrees with the general opinion that this decision was wrong, and on 

several occasions—the last being Dulieu v. White & Sons (ante, p. 549) 

—the courts here and in Ireland have declined to follow it. We 

notice that Sir Frederick quotes without disappreval the decision of 

the Court of Appeal in Harle v. Kingscote (49 W. R. 3; 1900, 

2 Cb. 585) that Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, does not 

relieve a husband from liability for wrongs committed by the wife 

during overture, though the result is very much open t0 


criticism. Towards the end of the book there is a long and 
interesting discussion of the question whether a telegraph company 
is liable to the receiver of a telegram for loss 
in transmission. For this coun’ 


caused through an error 
the question was. settled in the 
elegram Co. (3-0, P. D. 1); butia 
Sir Frederick. Pollock argues in 








negative by Dickson v. Reuter’s 
America the/law is different, and 
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favour of the American view on the ground that the company has 
assumed the duty of the correct forwarding of messages. e above 
are a few of the matters of interest of which the book is full, and 
which make it profitable reading as well for the practitioner as the 
student. It continues to be an extremely useful guide to the law of 
torts, 





BOOKS RECEIVED, 

Arnould on the Law of Marine Insurance. Seventh Hdition. By 
Epwakp Louis DE Hart, M.A., LL.B. (Cantab.), and Ratra ILirr 
Stmey, B.A. (Oxon.), Barristers-at-Law. In Two Volumes. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). Price £3 3s. 
Shots from a Lawyer's Gun. By Nicnornsés Everitt. R. A. 
Everett & Co, 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS AND RULES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—Now that the principle of compulsory registration is on its 
triel, it is highly desirable that any difficulties which arise in work- 
ing the new system should be noted, for reference in case of need. An 
excellent beginning has been made by the able articles which have 
appeared in your columns on mortgages and settlements of registered 
land (ante, pp. 338, 357, 636, 666). shall be glad if you can find 
space for some remarks on two or three other points. 
A registered charge in the ordinary form clearly does not give 
the mortgagee the legal estate, and it is suggested by Messrs. Brick- 
dale and Sheldon in their edition of the a f Transfer Acts 
that ‘‘if the creditor wishes to enter on the land, or if he obtains fore- 
closure, it seems it [the legal estate] would still be of use, and would 
be difficult to obtain. It would appear, therefore, the more prudent 
course to insert a conveyance of the legal estate by way of addition to 
the prescribed form of charge in cases. This would require a 
conveyance of the same on transfers of the charge, and a reconveyance 
on its discharge.” In accordance with this suggestion, Messrs. 
Brickdale and Sheldon give a form of charge (p. 491) in 
which, after the statutory words of charge, the mortgagor is 
made to convey the land unto and to the use of the mortgagee 
in fee simple, subject to redemption. It would perhaps be 
unprofitable to inquire whether or not the addition of this clause 
is obnoxious to rule 107, which says that no stipulation referring to 
matters ‘‘the entry of which is inconsistent with the principles on 
which the register is kept” shall be added to an instrument of charge, 
because I for one have been unable to discover what these “ prin- 
ciples” are; but a more practical question is whether the suggested 
conveyance confers any benefit on the mortgagee. The mortgagor 
remains the registered proprietor of the land, and the conveyance to 
the mortgagee appears to have no more effect than if it were an 
“unregistered dealing’ with the land, with the disadvantage that 
it is retained by the registrar. What the mortgagee gets is not 
the effective legal estate, for that remains in the registered 
proprietor, but the emasculated legal estate which is the creation of 
the Land Transfer Acts. I have looked through the Acts and rules 
with some care, but I am unable to discover that a conveyance in the 
form suggested by Messrs. Brickdale and Sheldon has anything to 
recommend it. If a mortgagee wants the effective legal estate 
he must take a transfer in the usual form, and be registered as 
proprietor. 

e more one studies the Land Transfer Acts and Rules the more 
one is driven to the conclusion that they were framed by persons who 
had little experience of the practical details of conveyancing. Take, 
for example, the important question of the manner in which purchases 
and mortgages of registered land should be completed. In many 
eases it is obviously inconvenient to complete at the Land 
Registry, and still more inconvenient to have the purchaser's 
or mortgagee’s title registered before payment of the money, 
and yet no dther method can be recommended as safe. Messrs, 
Brickdale and Sheldon say that ‘there is in truth no more 
necessity for completing dealings with registered land at the registry 


simplify the transfer of lan 


eaotital tot gers ” i mrs ay cantlione’ toe 
88 ” ge an 
se soma of tra and land certificate. solicitor who 
over his client’s money in this way would look rather foolish if he 


ce. 
Lincoln’s-inn, July 23. 





THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY—COUNCIL ELECTION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—I have received a circular letter from the late President of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Mr. R. Ellett, addressed to the editor 
of the Law Journal, which letter also appeared in your issue of 
Saturday last. 

As by this letter a personal element is unfortunately imported into 
the controversy, I would ask you to find space for this mp, thoyge 
Iam well aware that it will be too late to have any on the 
result of the election. 

As one of the signatories to the letter referred to by Mr. Ellett, I 
ay oy gly resent the unfounded charge of misrepresentation made 

"the facts speak for themselves. On the 13th of July last year, as 
is well known, a resolution was carried by an enormous majority 
the Nalety to giving notice to the Law Club to quit the premises of 
the Society, 

The Council refused to adopt the resolution, and at the subsequent 
general meeting, which was very largely attended by the members of 
the club, the resolution was defeated. 

No intimation was given of any steps having been taken by the 
Council in d to the club, which has up to quite recently, at any 
rate, occupied a substantial portion of the Society’s premises, without 
paying any rent whatever for the same. 

In an appendix to the annual report it now appears that some fresh 
arrangement is recommended, though no definite proposals are put 
forward. It also appears that it is intended to provide ‘‘accom- 
modation such as is usually offered by a first-class luncheon club,” 
while, as some sort of sop to the dissentients, a limited use of one of 
their own rooms (by a peculiar irony known as ‘‘ The Strangers’ 
Room ”’) is granted for tea, coffee, &c., from 3.30 to 6.30. 

If the Council are really of opinion that this is the much-needed 
reform ‘which is desired, I venture to think they have strangely 
misconceived the position. Francis M. Voutzs. 
84, Bishopsgate-street Within, London, E.C,, July 22. 





THE COUNCIL OF THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY AND 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—I have just been eew | your report of the nena at 
the annual general meeting of the Incorporated Law Rociety. t is 
not stated how many mem’ were present, so one is not able to 
judge of the importance of the meeting. 


The most striking of the proewdings , to my mind, is the way in 
which the Land Tensor atiealon wes t with by the president. Said 
he, ‘* As you have = of a Se ee to grant 
an inquiry” as to the working of the com; - 
tion. There the ae ther epeteaiiy is tobe sional to eke 
the president says ‘‘the Council are quite prepared with information 
which they have collected and are 


the position that comp 


than there is for completing dealings with land in Middlesex and 
Yorkshire at the deed registries in those counties.” But the cases are 
not similar. A purchaser of land in Middlesex by his conveyance 
obtains the legal estate on completion free from all equitable claims, 
unless he has notice of them by searching the register or otherwise. 
A purchaser of land registered under the Land Transfer Acts, on the 
other hand, does not obtain the effective legal estate by delivery of 
the transfer: he does not obtain it until he is registered, and if since 
his last search any incumbrances, cautions, or inhibitions have been 
Tegistered, he takes subject to them. I say “‘ effective legal estate,” 
because we must always bear in mind that under the Land Transfer 
Acts there ‘are two kinds of legal estate, with which most curious 
and interesting conjuring tricks may be performed. It seems to me, 
therefore, somewhat surprising that Messrs. Brickdale and Sheldon 





new president and vice-presi 
one an ex-Cabinet Minister, have not been requested to move in the 
House of Commons for the inquiry ‘‘ which the authorities have 
declined to grant.” w 

I am not a member of the society. Why should I join it when it 
does so little about so important a matter as this question of land 
transfer by compulsory P 
The president spoke of a “strong ; — 
solicitor should of necessity be a member of the society.” May I 

him that when the Council devotes raga brag ae dear parti 
ession it may then expect to obtain support of every 
of the profession—because it will deserve 


the 
mem { 
Joun R. ADAus, 





66, Cannon-street, July 22. 
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CONTEMPORANEOUS PURCHASE AND MORTGAGE UNDER 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS, 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Referring to your recent article on the subject of a purchase 
and a contemporaneous m of land within a district where 
a age under these Acts is compulsory, it occurs to us to mention 

19, by which registration with a possessory title is effected “as 
of the day on which . . . the application was delivered at the 
istry.” Consequently, provided the application be made on the 
same as completion es place, the legal mortgage being 
executed and dated that day, the land certificate and the mortgage 
will bear the same date. Seeing this, and rant | no knowledge to 
the contrary, would not a solicitor subsequently investigating the 
title be justified in assuming that the legal estate passed to the 
a Land certificates do not bear any hour of the day, but 
a date only. 

If this plan be adopted, production of the mortgage, bearing the 
ad valorem stamp duty, will obviate the necessity for any stamp on 
the Remo (rule 164)—we are assuming the mortgagee takes a 
regi charge as well as the legal a Nor will there be 
any fee for registering the charge, it being delivered for registration 
with the application referred to above (rule 78d). 

If the course be adopted of stamping the charge, many difficulties 
may arise as to the stamp on the mortgage, unless the duty be 
paid twice over—once on the charge, and again on the mortgage. 

What is needed, from a practical point of view, is a decision that 
the time of execution of the mortgage is immaterial, so that it is 
dated, say, the day after the land certificate. The mort, @ 
could then keep the date’ blank and, afterwards, fill it in from hi 
——— which is, mutatis mutandis, a copy of the land 

ificate. 


HowE & RAKE. 
22, Chancery-lane, July 22. 
[See observations under the head of ‘‘ Current Topics.””—Eb. S.J.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


House of Lords. 


THE TAFF VALE RAILWAY CO. ». THE AMALGAMATED SOCIETY OF 
RAILWAY SERVANTS, 22nd July. 


Trape Union—Recisterep—Ricut To Svz Trape Unton—Trape Union 
Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vicr. c. 31)—Trapz Unton Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. 
c. 22). 


Appeal from order of the Court of Appeal (A. L. Smith, M.R., and Collins 
and Stirling, L.JJ., 1901, 1 K. B. 170). The railway company brought an 
action the respondent society—a registered trade union—and 
others to restrain them from committing certain illegal acts, and in 

ber last Farwell, J., granted an injunction, and dismissed an 
application by the society that they might be struck out of the pro- 
ceedings. The Court of Appeal, however, considered that the respondent 
society, although registered under the Trade Union Acts, 1871 to 1876, 
could not be proceeded against in their registered name. 


Tas Hovse (Earl of Hatssury, L.0., Lords Macnacnren, Sxanp, 
Brampton, and Linpiey) reversed this decision. 


The Earl of Hatsruny, L.O., expressed his concurrence with judgment 
of Farwell, J. 


Lord Macnacuren, in the course of his judgment, said: The substantial 
question, as Farwell, J., put it, is this—Has the Legislature authorized the 
creation of numerous ies of men, capable of owning great wealth and 
of acting by agents, with absolutely no responsibility for the wrongs they 
might do to other eames by the use of that wealth and the employment 
of those agents ? my opinion, Parliament has done nothing of the kind. 
I can find nothing in the Union Acts of 1871 and 1876 to warrant 
such a notion. Nor, indeed, was as of the kind contemplated 

the minority of the members of the Royal Commission on Trade 
nions, whose views found favour with the Legislature. Then, if 
unions were not above the law, the only remaining question was 

one of form. How were these bodies to be sued? I have no doubt what- 
ever that a trade union, whether registered or unregistered, may be sued 
in a representative action, if the persons sel as defendants were 
— who from their position ma taken fairly to — the body. 
should be sorry to think that the law was so powerless that a trade union 
could not be sued in a representative action if the persons selected as 
defendants be persons who may be taken fairly to represent the body. The 
further question remains: May a registered trade union be sued in or 
by its registered name? For my part I cannot see any difficulty in the 
way of such a suit. It was quite true that a registered trades union was 
not a corporation, but it had a registered name and a registered office. 
The name was nothing more than a collective name for all 
the members. The registered office was the place where it carried 
on business. A ership firm, which was not a corporation, nor, 
he supposed, a legal entity, might now be sued in the firm’s 
name. I can see nothing contrary to principle or contrary to the pro- 





visions of the Trade Union Acts in hol that a trade union might be 
sued by its ed name. I am, therefore, of opinion that the appeal 
should be allowed, and the judgment of Farwell, J., restored, with costs 
here and below. The other noble and learned lords concurring, the appeal 
was allowed and the judgment of Farwell, J., restored, the respondents to 
pay costs both here and below.—Oounse, Sir EF. Clarke, K.O., B. F. 
Williams, K.C., Swinfen Eady, K.0., and H. H. Gregory; Haldane, K.C., 
8. T. Ewans, K.0, 7. P. Napier, and Clement Edwards. Soutcrrors, 
Williamson, Hill, $ Co., for Ingledew § Sons, Oardiff; Riddell § Co., for 
Meyrick, Davies, § Forsdike, Oardiff. 
[Reported by C. H. Gnarron, Barrister-at-Law. | 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY CO. v. LONDON AND COUNTY 
‘ BANKING CO. 22nd July. 


BANKER—CHEQUE—Crossep Onzque “Nor Necormnis’’—TitLe tTo~ 
Receipt or PayMent—Brius or Excuancs Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vior. o, 
61), ss. 81, 82. 


The action was brought by the appellants to recover from the respondents 
£142 10s. as money and received by the respondents to the use of the 
ap ts, or in the alternative in trover for a cheque for the like sum. 
One Noble Huggins had been for many years a rate collector in the 
employment of the Wan Rural District Council, and had been in the 
habit of receiving from appellants and others cheques for amounts 
payable by them for rates, and these cheques he frequently used to cash 
through the respondents’ Wantage branch, but he did not keep any account 
with them. Having fraudulently obtained from the — a cheque 
for £142 10s. by falsely pretending that a rate had been made, 
he took the cheque to the branch bank, where he was well 
known, endorsed it, and received £117 10s. in cash, and the balance went 
in discharge of his liability to the Wantage Rural District Council. The 
cheque was drawn by the Great Western Railway upon the London Joint 
Stock Bank in favour of Huggins or order and crossed ‘‘and Oo.,’’ *‘ not 
negotiable.’’ The respondents duly presented the cheque at the appellants’ 
bank, and Pe seerm was made for it. On discovery of the fraud, the 
appellants demanded the proceeds of the cheque from the London and 

unty Bank, and, after refusal, commenced this action. At the trial 
before Bigham, J., judgment was entered for the respondents upon the 
ground that they received payment of the cheque in good faith and without 
negligence ; that they received it for Huggins and not for themselves ; 
that Huggins was a customer of the bank within the meaning of 
section 82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, and that, therefore, they 
were protected by that section. This was affirmed by the Court of Appeal 
(Vaughan Williams, L.J., doubting, 48 W. R. 662; 1900, 2 Q. B. 464). 
The railway company appealed. By section 81 of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882, ‘‘ Where a person takes a crossed cheque which bears on it the 
words ‘not negotiable,’ he shall not have, and shall not be capable of 
giving, a better title to the cheque than that which the person from whom 
he took it had.’? By section 82, ‘‘ Where a banker, in good faith and 
without negligence, receives payment for a cheque crossed generally or 
specially to himself, and the customer has no title or a defective title 
thereto, the banker shall not incur any liability to the true owner of the 
cheque by reason only of having received such payment.”’ 


Tae Hovse (Earl of Hatssury, L.C., and Lords Sxanp, Davey, 
Brampton, and Linpiey) allowed the appeal. 


The Earl of Hatssury, L.O., in the course of his judgment said : I think it 
very important that everyone should know that people who take a cheque 
which is marked ‘‘ not negotiable,” and treat it as a negotiable security 
must recognize the fact that if they do so they take the risk of the person 
for whom they negotiate it having no title to it. In this case it cannot 
be pretended that Huggins had any title to it at all. 1 donot understand 
what additional security is supposed to be given to a cheque by putti 
the words ‘‘ not negotiable’’ upon it, if the fact of its being negotia 
can give a title toanyone. The supposed distinction between the title to 
the cheque itself and the title to the money obtained by it seems to me to 
be absolutely illusory. The language of the statute—which seems to be 
clear enough—would be absolutely defeated by holding that a fraudulent 
holder of the cheque could give a title either to the cheque or to the 
money. The 82nd section, which contemplates the receipt of such 4 
cheque in the ordinary course of business from a customer of & 
bank, seems to me to contemplate a totally different class of transaction 
from what is disclosed in this case. The bank thought proper to take 
this cheque as representing its face value, and if Huggins had no title, which 
he certainly had not, there is nothing in the 82nd second which will 
entitle them to treat it as a necessary payment from a customer. It is not 
true to say that the banker is here sought to be made liable by reason of 
his having received payment from a customer. I do not think that 
Huggins was a customer of the bank at all within the meaning of the 
section ; but what the bank are really insisting upon here is the valid 
ny of a cheque which was fraudulently obtained, and which, by 
the form of it, it is enacted by the statute shall give-sno better title to the 
cheque than that which the person from whom he took it had, shall 
nevertheless give a title to them which shall enable them to sue. As I 
have said, I do not think Huggins was a customer at all. I do not think 
the transaction was a banking transaction, and, although I think there is 
another and a distinct ground which would defeat the bank’s claim, I am 
content to rest my judgment upon the true construction of the statute. 
The other noble and learned lords agreeing, the decision of the Court of 
Appeal was reversed.—OounseL, H. D. Greene, K.O. Asquith, K.C., and 
Park Goff; A. T. Lawrence, K.0., and Guy Lushington. Soxscrrors, 2. 2. 
Nelson ; Harries, Wilkinson, § Ravkes. 


[Reported by C. H. Grarren, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


SILKSTONE AND HAIGH MOOR COAL CO. (LIM.) v. EDEY. Byrne, J. 
20th July. 


TaxaTions—Costs—Batance—Seranate Oxrtiricates—R. 8. 0. LXV. 
27, suB-RULB 25. 


This was a summons by the defendant in the action to discharge 
a certificate of the taxing-master. The facts of the case were as follow: 
Receivers and managers had been appointed in the action and certain sums 
were due for their costs and salaries. By an order bearing date the 8th of 
November, 1899, the plaintiffs’ costs, including the costs and salaries of the 
receivers and managers, were directed to be taxed. The order provided that 
the plaintiffs’ costs,of certain motions in the action should not be included 
therein, but directed. that the costs of the defendants in respect of such 
motions should be taxed and deducted from the plaintiffs’ costs, and that 
the master ehould certify the balance and that the defendants should pay 
the balance so certified to the plaintiffs, The taxing-master in 
certificate stated that he had not included in his certificate the costs of the 
plaintiffs in respect to the costs and remuneration of the receivers and 
managers, as these had not yet been ascertained in chambers. He further 
certified that he had taxed the other costs of the plaintiffs and had taxed and 
deducted the costs of the defendants in the order mentioned, and certified 
that there remained a balance due to the plaintiffs of £5,653 6s. 4d. outside 
the costs and salaries of the receivers and managers. These costs and 


expenses when ascertained he proposed to certify subsequently in addition. 


to the sum already certified. It was objected to the certificate that, in the 
absence of a special provision in the order, the master was not at liberty to 
make two certificates ; on the other side R. 8. O. ord. 65, r. 27, sub-rule 25, 
was relied upon. 

Byrne, J., directed the certificate to be taken off the file, as it did not 
comply with the judgment. His lordship stated that in a proper case the 
taxing-master might, in his opinion, make a separate cate. Under 
order 40 of the orders of 1842 taxing-masters had the same power of 
making a separate certificate as the Masters Ordinary had to make separate 
reports under the general order of 1828. His lordship referred to Daniel’s 
Ohancery Practice (5th ed.), p. 1307.—Counsen, Levett, K.0., Rowden, 
K.0., and Buckmaster ; Crossman ; Norton, K.C., and Stokes. Soxtcrrors, 
Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, for Rodgers ¢ Co., Sheffield; 7. W. Hail; Clements, 
Williams, § Co. 

[Reported by J. Anruur Price, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re SUTTON (Deceased). LEWIS v. SUTTON. Buckley, J. 23rd July. 


Cuantry—Mortmain—Money Direcrep to Be Lam Ovt in Lanp For 
CuariITABLE Purposrs—No Existinc Cuartry—MortTMain anpd CHARI- 
TABLE Uses Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 73), ss. 7 AnD 8—Workine Ciasses 
Dwe.utes Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vier. c. 16). 


William Richard Sutton by his will in 1894 gave his real and the 
residue of his personal estate to his trustees upon trust for sale and con- 
version, and to stand possessed of the proceeds upon trust to purchase 
land in London or any other populous towns in England as sites for the 
erection of model dwellings, with various provisions for their letting and 
management, and stated sabe 7) that it was his desire to create a continu- 
ing trust for the purpose of supplying the poor in London and other 

pulous places or towns in England with proper and sufficient dwelling- 
ouses or lodgings at such rents (however low) as his trustees should in 
each case consider the tenants would be able to afford to pay. The 
testator died in May, 1900, leaving very large property, stated to 
consist of real estate of £650,000 in value and of personal estate 
of about £900,000. This action was brought by two of the next- 
of-kin and the heir-at-law, asking for a d tion that the trusts of 
the residuary estate were void for perpetuity, or in the alternative void 
under the Mortmain Acts, or in the alternative were void so far as they 
were in excess of the limits allowed by the Working Classes Dwellings Act, 
1890. This last Act allowed, notwithstanding the Mortmain Act of 1888, 
land to be devised or money to be laid out in land for “ providing dwellings 
for the working classes in any populous place’ up to five acres. It was 
argued that section 8 of the Mortmain Act of 1891, enabling the court to 
sanction the retention or acquisition of land required “‘ for actual occupation 
for the purposes of the charity” only applied to charities existing at the 
testator’s death ; and also that the Working Classes Dwellings Act, 1890, 
was a special Act, and the restriction to five acres contained in it was not 
altered by the general provisions of the later Mortmain Act of 1891. 

Bucky, J.\-The key to the questions before me lies in the meaning of 
the term “charitable uses’ as appearing in the various Acts of Mortmuin, 
It does not mean the clauses of a will providing for the sale of estates and 
the investment of moneys, but it means “charitable purposes.” The 
purposes of the residuary gift here are defined by clause 7 of the will. Now, 
the Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1888, has been altered by the 
Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1891. The case of a direction to 
invest personal estate in land for charitable uses is dealt with in sections 

and 8. These two sections are intended to cover the whole 
field. The phrase “charitable use” in section 7 is varied in section 8 
to the words “for the purposes of the charity,” but I think the 
meaning in the two sections is intended to be the same. I hold that under 
section 8 the court can sanction the trust in this will, and I declare it 
valid. If this view is correct, no question as to the operation of the Working 
Classes Dwellings Act, 1890, arises. But in any case I do not think that 
that Act has any application to this trust. That Act relates to the working 
classes generally, and is not restricted to the poor among them, while this 
trust is for the poor.—CounsaL, H. Terrell, K.C., and H. 7, Whittaker ; | 


{ not come within the principle referred to. Then the plain’ 


G. Lawrence ; The Attorney-General and R. J. Parker ; Astbury, K.C., and 
L. &. Bristowe ; Ingpen, K.0., and Ashton Cross. Souicrrors, Routh, Stacey, 
$ Castle; Darley $ Cumberland; The Treasury Solicitor ; Lamb, Son, § 


Prance. 
[Reported by Nevittx Tzssutt, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ROWLANDS ». CHAPMAN. Buckley, J. 8th, 9th, 10th, 11th July. 
Prrcrpa, AND Acent—Oonrract ror Purcuase or Lanp—Acent a Oo- 

PURCHASER—REcEIPT BY AGENT OF COMMISSION FROM VENDOR—No 

Conriicr Berween Acent’'s Dury aNp His InrsREsST—Rescission oF 

Contract Rgrvsep. 

'Phis was an action by six of seven co-purchasers 
and the seventh co-purchaser (who acted as agent 
of the purchase) for reeciesion of the contract to 
the mm Ce. S&S agent had received a 

had 


their vendor 
the 


P 


does not call for a report. The plain 

purchase the pro’ in question for as small a 

any case not to give more than £18,000 for it. 

vendor had recently refused to take £16,000 for it. The details of the 
negotiations relative to the receipt by Martin (who was a local estate 
agent) of the commission are tly set out in the judgment. The 
cases referred to on this point on behalf of the plain 
and South Pacific Telegraph Co. v. India Rubber, §c., Co. (L. R. 10 Oh. 515, per 
James, L.J., 526), Beck v. Kantorowiez (3 K. & J. 230), Dunne v. English (18 
Eq. 524), and Shipway v. Broadwood (1899, 1 Q. B. 373). On behalf of the 
defendants the cases cited were Nitrate Co. v. Lagunas Syndicate 
(1899, 2 Ch. 392), Cavendish Bentinck v. Fenn (12 A. C. 652), Grant v. Gold 
Exploration, ¢c. i000, 1 Q. B. 233), Lands Allotment Co. v. Broad (2 Manson’s 


Bankruptcy Cases 470). 
Buckxey, J., in the course of his judgment said: As between Corrie 
and Martin on the other, 


(the vendor) and the plaintiffs on the one 
there was an agreement which the plaintiffs say was unknown to them, 
that Martin should receive a commission upon the sale of 5 per 
the first £100, 2} per cent. on the next sums up to 

and 1} per cent. upon the balance. The purchase-money 


P’ 
to pay was £18,000, and therefore at that 
was 


seven purchasers were interested in equal ehares, 
had to provide one-seventh of the purchase- . odd, every £100 that 
he saved on the purchase-money he saved himself £14 and lost £1 10s. 
That is, he saved himself about £12 5s. 6d. Now on behalf of his principals, 
the co-plaintiffs, of course the duty which he owed to them in negotiating the 
price was to get the estate for the smallest price that he could. In the facts 
which I have stated, his personal interest was also to get the estate for the 
smallest price that he could. In other words, his personal interest— 
which I am assuming was unknown to his co-purchasers—was, in the 
matter of price, identical with their own. It is that, notwithstanding 
that, the existence of a perzonal interest is such that, if that was unknown to 
his principals, the contract can be rescinded upon that ground. In my opinion 
that is not the law. If there exists an interest in with the duty, then 
I understand it to be plain that the court will not stay to inquire whether 
t was unfaithful by reason of the existence of that interest. It is 


the agen 
enough that it existed. It may have influenced him. Then there is 


another question. If the agent in the matter of his agency makes a profit, 
the eeiasigal is, as a matter of course, entitled to take that profit: 
Thompson v. Havelock (1 Camp., at p. 527). It does not matter 
pe ‘ The putneipele ~ ratified “7 Mi Pi ge 
1892, 1 Ch. 322), * are en to say, us 
jae you, our agent, we are entitled to take the property at the which 
it in fact cost—namely, £17,700 and not £18, In other 
it saves us each one-seventh 
the latter principle is to 
first. In the latter case it 
interest was adverse to his principal or 
the principal must shew that the in’ ; 
adverse to the principal, otherwise the proposition of law does not 4 
Upon these grounds it seems to me that, w: the existence of the t 
to a commission was known to the plaintiffs or not, there was not in this case 
in the agent any interest in conflict with his duty, and consequently this does 
tiffs seeks to answer 


matter whether the agent’s 
But for the first proposition 
of the agent was an interest 


that my representation of Martin’s tion is not accurate. 
S. was to have £322 10s. tein it be gave £18,000 for 

the property, but he was to have nothing at all if he did not 
give £18,000. In that state of facts I he will have an 
interest in conflict with his duty. 
pe eg 
the full price, 000. e 
the full’ price was £18,500. 
offer more. Oorrie, after some conversation, 
magnitude he was not to quibble about £1 
would accept the £18,000; in other words, Corrie was beaten down. 
As Corrie was leaving the room he said to Martin, “ I suppose you will want 
your commission on the sale?’’ Martin said ‘‘ Yes.”” Nothing whatever was 
said about commission unti] that moment. Bie giain Oat we he 
was not that he was to have no commission unless he gave £18,000. As 
Martin and Corrie, whether the had been £18,000 or £17,500 the result 
would have been the same, and a cores Se eee ck tee 
commission and not £322 10s. on ,000 ; otherwise nothing a 
these seasons it seems to me that had no interest in conflict with 


that by sa; 
They say 


tion 








his duty, and that whether the purchasers, the plaintiffs, knew of it or not, 
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‘ground for rescission.—Oounsz, Warmington, K.0., 0. Leigh- 
. L. Higgins ; Astbury, K:0., and Austen-Cartmell ; H. Terrell, 
EB. Jones. ‘Sourcrrors, R. Miller, Wiggins,’ § Naylor ; Chapman, 
Corbold ; D. F. Cooke. 

[Reported by R. Leicu RamssotHam, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the Council : 
Membership of the Socviety.—The society now has 7,659 members, of whom 
3,594 practise in town and 4,065 in the country. The number of new 
members who have joined the society during the past year is 245, a slight 
increase upon the number who joined in the previous year, though 
allowing for deaths and resignations,’and for a somewhat more stringent 
application than usual of the bye-law as to removal for non-payment of 
su ay in arrear, the number of members shews a decréase for the 
year of 201. The Council have appointed a committee to consider various 
suggestions which have been e for increasing the membership of the 
society. The general idea underlying those suggestions is that to which 
ex was given in the resolutions of the London meeting in 1887 and 
the Plymouth meeting in 1891, that the whole profession should be brought 
into union with the society. Steps are being taken to ascertain the views of 
the provincial law ‘societies and the subject will continue to receive the 
consideration of the Council. In the meantime the Council desire to call 
attention ‘to the fact that the membership of the society would be largely 
increased if those sdlicitors who carry on business in partnership, and who 
Seo are content that one or more only of the partners should join the 
ety, would all do ‘so. Practically they all to a considerable extent 
enjoy, and may be presumed to appreciate, the advantages to be derived 
from membership. A slight examination of the question seems to point to 
the fact that, taking only the firms in question, about 20 per cent. of the 
solicitors in London ing on business in partnership are not members of 
the society, and that in three large provincial centres, taken as an example, 
the eres is about 23 per cent, The Council hope that, attention 
having called to the matter, members of the society will see that their 
partners are duly nominated for election. 
The Soviety’s Buildinys.—The Council have had under their consideration a 
scheme for the erection of new buildings on the site of the three houses in 
-lane and Carey-street belonging to the society and adjoining the 
Law Institution. The objects which the Council have in view are to 
provide adequate accommodation for the staff of the society, and to render 
the institution more convenient and attractive to the members. Attention 
is directed to the report of a committee on tas subject. As will be seen, 
, the scheme involves the resumption by the society of the rooms occupied by 
the Law Society Club. The Club Committee have afforded the Council 
every facility, and under arrangements made with them the club rooms will 
be vacated at the end of the year, or sooner if néce: In the meantime, 
those rooms have been placed under the direct control of the Council, and 
the room onthe Chancery-lane side is about to be opened as a tea and coffee 
room for all members of the society. The report referred to has been adopted 
by the Council, but they think it right before taking steps to submit the 
building scheme to a future gen meeting and seeking the sanction of 
such een Mh the necessary outlay, that the members should have full 
tremens § considering the matter in all its bearings. With this object 
report is appended, and ay are being taken to ascertain the views of 
the country members through the Provincial Law Societies. 
Legal Bducation.—The usual a have been made to the Law Societies of 
, Liverpool, and Manchester, and the grants to the Yorkshire 
Law Societies and to the Sheffield Law Society, mentioned in the annual 
report for the year 1900, have been continued. The number of students 
recéiving instruction from the ‘society’s tutors on the 30th of March, 1901, 
was 151, of whom 88 were receiving postal instruction. The numbers on 
the'same date in 1900 were respectively 196 and 105. The Examination 
Committee have, at the instance of the Council, undertaken the consideration 
of the question whether any and what further measures can be adopted for 
ion and improvement of 1 education. As some misapprehen- 
naked rmpdnagt em, goood e action of the society in this direction, 
it’may be useful to state that from the year 1833 until the year 1892 there 
were three lecturers, who each delivered annually a course of lectures 
varying from nine to twelve, and subsequently to the year 1863 the 
lecturers also held classes. In the year 1879 elementary classes were added, 
and a reader was appointed for those students who had not passed the 
Intermediate Examination. The number of students attending lectures 
during the last ten years fell from 83 in 1882 to 29 in 1891, and the 
number of students attending classes for candidates for the Intermediate 
oan a oh. a — 82 Sui he, in 1891. In 1893 the 
w tutors was 4 ey are two in number, and 
hold classes for Final students on Sar oons in the week 
from August to June, from 4 to 5.45, and for Intermediate students 
on three afternoons in the week for the same portion of the year, 
3 to 4.30. Rooms for study as well as books are provided, 
instruction is also given to those who cannot attend the classes. The 
umber of pupils in 1893 was 115, and now is 151. The average 
for the eight years during which the system has been in operation 
180. A report has been presented by the Examination Committee 
ying certain suggestions which will receive the careful consideration 
Connell t will be remembered that the London University Act, 
ee members of the Senate of the 
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University before determining their future course of action. 


Studies with reference to a proposal to enable ms who have taken a 
in law in any of the Universities of Oxford, Cambridge, Durham, 
London, or Victoria, to be admitted as solicitors on passing the Final 
Examination of the society, after service under articles of clerkship toa 
practising solicitor for three years, whether such degree is taken during the 
service under articles or not. At the special general meeting in April last 
a resolution was passed, on the motion of Mr. C. W. Holmes, “‘ That as an 
encouragement to articled clerks, the successful candidates at Intermediate 
Examinations be divided into two classes, and that those in the first class be 
rivileged to sit for honours at the Final Examination without extra fee.” 
e resolution has been referred to the Examination Committee for 
consideration and . A mémorial has been received by the Council 
from solititors in Wales asking the society to support the University of 
Wales Graduates Bill. The object of this Bill is to place graduates of the 
University of Wales on the same footing, with reference to period of clerk. 
ship and ion from Intermedlate Examination, as those who take 
degrees at the older universities. The Bill has'recently been printed, and 
the subject is receiving the attention of the Council. 


GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE BAR. 


Report or THe Executive Oommitres re THE OBLIGATION IMPOSED on 
Counset To Accert Retainers, SpectAL on GENERAL, ADOPTED BY THE 
Covuncr, THE 15TH or Jury, 1901. 


The Executive Committee have had under their consideration the following 
resolution, which was referred to them by the Council for consideration 
and report: ‘‘ That it be referred to the Executive Committee of the Council 
to consider and report as to whether there is any rule of the profession which 
makes it obligatory on counsel to accept retainers, special or general.” 
The committee to report that in the opinion of the committee: (1) 
Subject to rules 19, 20, and 21 of the Retainer Rules, a special retainer is 
bin if duly tendered, whether accepted or not ; (2) there is no rule of 
the profession which makes a general retainer binding on a counsel unless 
it is accepted by him. 

7th May, 1901. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours ExaminatTion.—Jvung, 1901. 
At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : 
First Oxass. 
{In order of Merit.] 

Wri1am Davin Murcer, who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Heynes Radford, of the firm of Messrs. Radford & Frankland, of London. 
es Hyam Aazon, who served his clerkship with Mr. Albert Osborn, 
of London. 


Arcurpatp Coravnoun Corz, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship 
with Messrs. J. & W. H. Druitt, of Plymouth ; and Messrs. Lovell, Son, 


& Pitfield, of London, 

Wrium Dorron, who served his clerkship with Mr. James Porter, of 
the firm of Messrs. Porter & Amphlett, of Conway; and Messrs. Sharpe, 
Parker, & Oo., of London. 

Witt1am Bescrorr Bucxtz, who served his clerkship with Mr. John 
roo Buckle, of Peterborough ; and Messrs. Olarke, Rawlins, & Oo., of 

ndon. 

Basti Ricnarp Woo.tcomne, who served his clerkship with Mr. Richard 
Woollcombe, of the firm of Messrs. Walker, Martineau, & Oo., of London. 

Henry Gezorce Burerss, who served his clerkship with Mr. Richard 
Byron Johnson, of London. 

Sxconp Oxass. 


{In Alphabetical Order. ] 


William Fawell Ascroft, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. W. & R. Ascroft, of Preston; and Messrs. Rowcliffes, Rawle, & 


Co., of London, 
Walter Fiel Holloway Blandford, M.A. (Camb.), who served his 
clerkship with Mr. Frederick Leigh Hutchins, deceased, and Mr. Hugh 


P 
Stirling, both of the firm of Messrs. Murray, Hutchins, Stirling, & Murray, 
of London ; and Mr. William Wood, of the firm of Messrs. Andrew, Wood, 
& Purves, also of London. 
John Oharles Brookhouse, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
Howard ton, of London. 
Leonard William Dawe, who served his clerkship with Mr. Ernest L. H. 
Reed and Mr. Charles Peard Olarke, both of the fimm of Messrs. Reed & 
Co., of Bridgwater. 

Frank Maydew Duncalf, who served his clerkship with Mr. Dudley 
— Hart, of the firm of Messrs. Lawson, Coppock, & Hart, of Man- 
c r. ; 

William Bowker Farrington, who served his clerkship with Mr. Dudley 
— of the firm of Messrs. Lawson, Ooppock, & Hart, of Man- 

er. 

Robert Leslie Finnis, who served his clerkship with Mr. John George 
WWitliam Hughes 





Hughes, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Hughes, of 
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James Morton, who served his clerkship with Mr. George Emmett | Edmunds, Frank Trevett Pearson, William Garenciéres 
Spencer, of Keighley Edmunds, Thomas John Potts, Harold Garnock 
gaa Peach, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur Neve, | Edwards, Harold Thorne Ferg Bee ma Gibson 
ane Samuel Owen Ross, John Alexander 
Joseph Or Ratcliffe Rayner, who served his clerkship with Mr. William | Enfield, Ernest Arthur Rowlands, Oharles Franklyn 
Firth, of Bradford. Evans, Stepen Morris Ryan, Henry 
William Vevers Reeve, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas | Fabian, Herbert Oharles pag John Hagar 
Herbert Edward Foord, of London. Freeman, Edward Hartley Henay Qooper 
Herbert Rundell, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas | Gibbons, Arthur Stephan, sore Axthnr 
Smith, of Messrs. Riddell ‘& Oo., of London. Glanley, Reginald Robert Lloyd § Smith, George Ed 
George Stuart Seaton, who’ served his clerkship with Mr. Henry vid Smith, Philip Randoll Elvin 
Llewellyn Grover, deceased, of the firm of Messrs. Grover & Grover, of Teanbing, Bebert Guy Musgrave Smith, Walter 
Cardiff; Mr. Arthur Francis Ridsdale, of the firm of Messrs. Ridedale & eF Stolen, Seenele.Hessourt 
Son, of London. Tatham, Ralph Perceval 
William Arthur Edmund Stamp, who served his clerkship with Mr. Rol Thorneycroft, eer Vengo 
Alfred John Dunning, of the firm of Messrs. Stamp, , & Rundle, | Hatton, John Douglas Under John W 
of: Honiton; and Mr. Oharles Edward Stuart oyer, of the firm of| Hib James Walker, Rainforth 
a pe Foyer & Hordern, of London. Hilary, Henry Oxto Walsh, John Lister 
Laurence Underwood, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his | Hird, Joseph William Smi Ward, Harold oe ST 
devksh with Mr. Francis A. Oobbold, of the firm of Messrs. Cobbold, | Hughes-Narborough, William Biwi ere ee 
Son, & Oo., of Ipswich ; and Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, Barham, & | Jolly, Albert est, Frank Oliver 
Lawford, of London. Kentish, William West Walter 
Turrp Oxass. tee Richard rsa o ba Lb age James hog 
i 990 rge Frederi hitley, Norman Augustus 
Un RR Gon) Lyall, David Oarn ae Windle, Arthur John 
Francis Harry Argyle, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas | Marshall, G Woodf William Hey Beadon 
Argyle, of Tamworth ; aaa Messrs. Maples, Teesdale, & Co., of London. Mil Sethas Worsley, Hi 
Sidney Ernest Baines, who served clerkship with Messrs. Oliver, Wright, "Edmund Lancelot 
Jones, Billson, & Co., of Liverpool. sy Barrow Yarrow, Duncan 
Brown Brisco, who served his. clerkship with Mesars. 8. G. & mg Percy Harold Young, George Henry Vernon 
G. F. Saul, of Carlisle. Norris, William Zicree, Reuben 
Thomas Hill Caswell, who served his clerkshl — Metang Mr. Francis John | O’Oonnor, Arthur Rupert 
Hunt, er, Gora Bailey, deceased, and Mr, mas Alfred Capron, all 
of Romf 
William Arthur Vere Churton, B.A., LL.B. a ), who served his 
clerkship with Mr. William Henry Chutton, of Ch LEGAL NEWS. 
Eliot Albert Cross Druce, B.A. LL.B. agen who served his clerkship OBITUARY. 
ag Henry Lefevre Farrer, of the Mesers. Farrer & Oo., of Me. Saxon Porn, K.0., died very dent on Mond night. ei 
Lando : : rs ‘or some time from disease o eart, owing 
naa yaaa who seryed his clerkship with Mr. Frederick George Hatch, hig epeomeus baile, he had | been perm perm permitted to argue cases betore Pe arlia. 
mentary Committees w! a chair on wheels. . Pope was 
Po hipaa who served his clerkship with Mr. Joseph Hanegon Oraik, called to the bar in 1858, and joined the Northern Circuit, practising 
at, Manchester. owever, he came London, soon 
— "iewsliya, | who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas John aca ured, on ectenie Pa ia tary practice oe ade py; am 
aaa kship rtbur unse. an g the last quarter of a century had been engaged 
of Toe Balph etchim, who served his cler with Mr, A roads in most of the important matters before Parliamentary Committees. 


Arthur Alexander Pitcairn, -, served -his aes with Mr. Albert 
Calkin Lewis, of the firm of Messrs. Oalkin & Stokes, of 


London. 
Henry Montagu Ryland, who served his clerkship with Mr. . Powe 


ae to Ryland, of the firm of Messrs. Woodcock, Ryland, & 
ndon 
John Richardson Sowerby, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
enry Allan, of Penrith. 
John Wilfred Watkin, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Wood- 


lands Watkin, of London. 
James Cecil Wrigley, M.A., LU.B. (Comb), who served his. clerkship 
essrs, Field, Roscoe, & Co., 


with Mr. Henry James Francis, of the firm of 
tlenicn. * 
e Council of the Incorporated Law Society have according] ven 
class certificates and emaed the following prizes of booke : ye 
To Mr. Mercer—Prize of the Henapeelie. Society of Clement’s- ae 
value about £10; and the Daniel Reardon Prize—value about 20 
To Mr. Aaron—The prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford aan 


value 5 guin 
To Mr. Cole—The prize of the Honourable Society of New-inn—value 5 


To Mr. Dutton, Mr. Buckle, Mr. Woollcombe, and Mr. Burgess— | clerk 
Prizes of the Incorporated Law Society—value 5 guineas. 

To Mr. Duncalf—The John Mackrell Prze—value about £12. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in 
and Third Olasses. 


in the Second 





PretiminaRy EXAMINATION. 


The following Yandidates (whose names are in 


alphsbeticel order) were 
— at the Preliminary Examination held on 


3rd and aa July, 








Addie, Clive Copestake Forrester Coates, Thomas 
Addie, Douglas Forrester Cook, George Nicholson 
Attenborough, James rnish, Harry Francis 
Benning, Arthur Crichton Stuart Court, ay, Ouro hr 
- Norman Frederick Becher es Arnold 


et. Oliver , Alfred Martin George 
Bond, Alfred D’ Alton Daybell, William 
Booth, Vincent Strawson Denham, Walter Hargreaye, 
Wale» Albers, Dovey, Theres Valentine. 
ge, Jo. osep: Wilfred 
Albert Drayton, Oonrad Hampden 


Cleaver Williams Bat ock 





Aanang other oneth, Be cctes, 0s connect Se 9 eae San eee He 
was @ singularly able and successful advocate, and was very popular 
his brethren at the Parliamentary bar. He made three attempts 

Parliament—con Stoke in 1859, and Bolton in 1865 and 1868, but 
was always . His exertions in connection with the United 
Alliance are well known, and he was also a zealous Freemason, 


ment of the Royal Masonic 
of Merionethshire, in which county _his esta’ 


seventy-fourth year. He was admitted in 1 


oo He Tena, Bide E ~~ 
tJ 


bets was at acivo member of the GW 0 
Association and of the committee of the 
Athenzum Clubs. 


ppnee tempers i, Cuent first King’s 
meetin 8 James’s Gazette, 
cin the firan ato? J. & F. Anderson, 
Tainbergh. He is about twenty-four years of age, and is probably one of 
the most youthful prizemen. 

An Irish judge, of the old school, says.the Daily News, in a 
summing-up at the Four Courts, Dublin, created a 
plaintiff was even more beautiful her beautiful daughter, who was 
witness. ‘‘Gentlemen of the jury,’’ his lordshi re 
ag ey nay mete tn thet ct 
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According to the Central News, the conference called by the Colonial 
Office to consider the coustitution of the Colonial Court of Appeal 
has been practically without result, and has now been indefinitely 
postponed. It is understood that the delegates from the Oolonies, 
though at variance among themselves as to details, were as one in their 
opposition to the suggestions put forward by the home authorities. 


At a general meeting of the Brotherhood and Guestling of the ‘‘ Barons 
of the Cinque Ports,” held on Wednesday at Hastings, it was 
decided that the Mayor of Hastings, Sir Wollaston Knocker, O.B., Mr. 
F. A. Inderwick, K.O., and the Town Olerk of Rye be appointed a com- 
mittee to take steps to assert the ancient right of the Barons of the Cinque 
Ports to take part at the coronation. It appears from a paper read by Mr. 
Oharles Dawson, F'.S.A., before the Sussex Archeological Society, that the 
services of the ‘‘ Barons of the Cinque Ports”’ at the coronation consisted 
of bearing a silk canopy over the King, and another over the Queen, and 
was coupled with the privilege of sitting on the same day at the King’s 
table on his right hand. 


The announcement that a exhibit, taken from the collection of the 
Department of Justice of the United States, will be made at the Pan- 
American Exposition, will, says the American Law Review, be received with 
- pleasure. This exhibit will include the portraits of all the Ohief 

ices 


of the United States. The collection of law books will include the | Frida 


opinions of the Attorney-Generals, the Statutes at Large of the United 
States, many volumes of colonial laws and some rare old law books. The 
seals of the United States and of the different departments of the govern- 
ment will also be shewn in this exhibit. There will be a collection of 
autograph letters in the exhibit from former Presidents of the United 
States, including some from President McKinley, shewing evidence of 
their clemency towards convicted persons. 


Alfred John Strange, of Ohurch-road, Kingsland, N., was on the 18th 
inst. summoned for falsely pretending to bea solicitor. The defendant, 
says the Zimes, is employed in weig nails for Mr. Lake, an ironmonger, 
and collects debts in his spare time. About the middle of last year Mr. 
Lake did some repairs to a house in Russell-square, the bill for which 
came to 5s. The defendant called for the money several times, repre- 
sen himeelf as a debt collector, and eventually wrote, dating the letter 
from his private residence, saying that the account had been handed to 
him for collection, and that ‘* unless he received the amount by Wednesday 
morning next he was instructed to take | proceedings.’? The 
defendant said that he wrote the letter, but he did not desire to give any- 
one the impression that it was a solicitor’s letter. He was paid no fee for 
it, and when he afterwards attended at the county court he only received 
his as a witness. The defendant was fined £5 and 23s. costs, in 
default fourteen days’ hard labour. 


** Lex,” in a letter tothe Times, makes the following sensible suggestion : 
**Oan the leading fire instrance companies be induced to add to the 
business convenience of the general public by inserting a clause in all 
policies that where the pt contracts during the currency of the policy 
to sell the property insured the company will hold both vendor and 
purchaser covered during the currency of the policy until completion of 
the sale? This is only reasonable, seeing that the insurance company has 
received the premium for the current year ; but we have been advised that, 
owing to the form of policy y in use, unless a process is gone 
through of giving notice to the company and of endorsing the policy 
pending completion and getting such endorsement signed on behalf of the 
company, the latter is in substance relieved from liability, although it has 

ved the premium. The reason of this is that a policy of fire insurance 
is a policy of indemnity only, and that consequently the moment the 
contract for sale is signed the risk of loss by fire falls on the purchaser, 
and the company is only liable to pay the vendor in the event and to the 
extent of the purchaser’s default.’ 


What, says the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation, would 
an ancient or medieval tribunal have said to an action for damages by a 
ocean against the Crown for injuries by an accident in prison—e.g., 

ving his eye injured by the bursting of the glass gauge of a machine 
which the prisoner was set to watch? It is significant of the progress of 
humanitarianiam that such a claim should have been fully and sym- 

thetically discussed by the 7 Oourt of New South Wales (Gibson v. 

oung, 21 N.8. W.RB., Part I. 7). In England an action of this kind 
could not be maintained owing to the immunity enjoyed by the Crown, 
but it is otherwise in New South Wales. There the Claims i 
the Colonial Government Act, 1876, gives a right of action against 
the Government for a tort committed by the Government by its servants, 
and places the Government as defendant in exactly the same position as a 
private citizen; but it is one thing to admit the general principle and 
another to say that it is not subject to exceptions on the ground of public 
policy. As Lord Hardwicke once said, ‘‘ Political arguments in the fullest 
sense of the word as they concern the Government of a nation must be, 
and always have been, of great weight in the consideration of the court,”’ 
and the court in the New South Wales case was guided by this view of 
public utility. If once it were known that a prisoner could bring an action, 
whether well or ill founded, Be mee @ gaol official or the Government, the 
firm control so vitally essential in prison life would be lost. Discontented 
prisoners, as the court pointed out, would be incouraged to bring actions on 
the allegation that their food was unfit for consumption ; that their cells 
were badly ventilated or otherwise unfit for occupation; that insufficient 

or unsuitable clothing was supplied to them; that they were 

to take too much exercise or do too much hard work, in con- 

aint beet which they suffered in health ; and a hundred other pretexts 

tbe put forward by them as grounds for harassing the authorities in 
manner. 


taken out of the hands of skilled officials and would be replaced by the 
uncertain and unskilled management of the jury box. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 


Rota or Reaistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 








Date. Emencency Appzau Covrr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Z Rora. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Bygyg, 
Monday, July +.29 Mr. Beal Mr. Greswell Mr. Carrington Mr. Jackson 
Tuesda: R. Leach W. Leach Pugh Pemberton 
Wi King Greswell i nm Jackson 
Godfrey W. Leach Pugh Pemberton 
Farmer Greswell Carrington Jackson 
Church W. Leach Pugh Pembertog 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Cozens-Harpy, FarweEtu. Buck.ey, Joyrcr, 
+29 Mr. Godfrey Mr. Church Mr. RB. Leach Mr. W. Leach 
0030 Farmer King Greswell 
Godfrey Church R. Leach Pemberton 
Farmer King Beal 
Godfrey Church R. Leach Pugh 
Fi King Beal i 














THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


July 29.—Mesers. H. E. Fostex & Cranriz.p, at the Mart, at 2:—Purley, near Croydon, 
3 Bui Estate of over 60 acres, close to the junction on the main 
miles of the City, with a frontage of 


line of the L. B. & 8. C. Railway, and within 12 
nearly half a mile to the Brighton road, well for medium-c! houses; the 


is at present let at £250 per annum, may behad at once. Solicitors, 

. Bloomer, Currie, & Damain, London, and Messrs. Smallpeice & Co., Guildford. 

—Notting Hill:’ Nine Leasehold close to Notting Hill Station, 

pares £343 per annum. Solicitors, E. M. Lezarus, Esq., and B. Barnett, Esq., 

rr i Marylebone: Leasehold Residence and Profit Rental, sho a 

net profit of £73 per — Solicitors, Messrs. Snow, Fox, & Higginson, London. 
this w back 


Bee page.) 

July 30 Monsen H. E. Foster & Cranrigxp, at Enfield, at 12: Furniture, Brougham, 
Victoria, Cattle, Poultry, &c. (See advertisement, this week, back page.) 

July 31.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2:—City of London: Block of Lease- 
hold Offices, known as Rood-lane-chambers, anes £3,300 per annum. Solicitor, 
R. Chapman, Esq., London.—Bermondsey Wall: Freehold Ground-rent of £80 per 
annum, secured y a y3 now occupied ; with reversion to rack-rent in 1929, 
Solicitors, Mesars. & Porter, London, (See advertisements, this week, p. 3.) 

Aug. 1.—Mesers. H. E. Fostzx & Cranrizxp, at the Mart, at 2 :— 
REVERSIONS : 


To a Moiety of a Trust Fund, value £3,318 in Colonial and Railway Stock; lady 
aged 76 and gentleman aged 68, Solicitor, G. J. Fowler, Esq., London. 
Producing Leasehold &e.; lady aged 70. folicitor, W. B. 


BStyer. Esq., on. 
To Sop ae ef a Trust Fund, value £19,830, Mortgage and Cash; lady 


To One-tenth of a Trust Fund, value £8,416; lady aged 68. 


To One-seventh of a Trust Estate, value £7,000; gentleman aged 61, 


0) 


To One-fifth of a Trust Fund, value £3,543; lady aged 55. 
To One-sixth of a Trust Fund, value £4,310; ladies aged 69 and 68. 
To One-seventh of a Trust Fund, value £5,780; lady aged 70, Solicitors, Messrs. 
Prosttold Prometty St Btruthocd, value £2,500; gentl ed 51. Solicitor, 
al ue A eman 5 1 
J. W. B. Heslop, Castl _ = , 


° e. 
To a Trust Fund, value £18,176 in Railway Stocks; lady aged 67. Solicitor, 


N res ucing £68 ith Polic 
per annum, wi! y 
, Messrs. Blain one 
POLICIES for £100, £500, and £260. 
BONDS in Holland & Co, (Limited), and SHARES 
Co. Solicitor, Wm. Blewitt, Esq., 
(Bee addy 


in Hampstead Electric Supply 
° ?, London, 
ts, this week, back page.) 








WINDING UP NOTICES, 
London Gaszette.—Farway, July 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liurrep 1x CHANCERY. 


Reo eee ee te dts, aah cb tate comes cad oan 

lore Aug 2, i ) names and addresses, 
Mr. Arthur Boud Wykes, 24, Friar et: 

CoLoNIAL ayD GeweRaL Investment SynpIcATE, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, pre 
sented July 18, directed to be heard on July 31. & Johnson, 19, Gt Winchester 
st, solors for Notice of must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 

ExecrricaL Inventions anp Masvuractunine Co, Luursp (1x Liquipation)—Oreditors 
are requested, on or before Aug 15, to send mames and addresses, and the 

particulars of their debts or claims, to C. W. Provis, junr, 3, Mount st, Manchester. 

& Whitehead, Manchester, solors to liquidator 5 

Buxcreic Srraeet Can Manuractunine Sywpicats, Luurzep—Creditors are required, om 
or before Aug 81, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Michael Fletcher, 47, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton. Willoock, Wolver- 

hampton, solor to liquidator 


Mises, $0 cond thair namon aad edvecmen and the pertioulass of their dobes or caiman 
® names rs) or 
to Charles Stork Holdsworth. 23, Bush In 
Mopgern Drama Synpvicatz, Limitrep—Creditors 
send their names and addresses, and the debts or claims, to 
C. Brooks, 40, Old Broad st. Edwards, ~ inn sq, solor for the liquidator 
Mount Hersurn Goitp Ming, Liurrep— are required, on or before Aug 20, to 
send their names and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, to John 
Whittaker, 1, 8t Helen’s pl, Bishopsgate Within. Travers Smith & Co, Throgmortoa 
ay, 
Presto Tosacco Carrainer SyxpicaTs, Limrrep—OCreditors are required, on or before 
3, to send in their and the particulars of their debts or. 
to J. Walter Scott, 15, Duke st, wean nt | 


are uired, on or before Aug 31, to 
of their illiam 





result would be that the management of gaols would be 


Rocusz ping Co, Limtrzp- are on or before Aug 81, to send their 
names and addresses, and of Fe Aplin ay oy han eg 
{ Henley, Roche, Cornwall. & Co, St Austell, solors to liquidator 
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saToN OMNIBUS AND gore! ace Co, Limrep (mm eee ope A! 
Wmmuized, om or before Aug 3, to send Eas ar ave particulars of 
their debts or claims, to J. sieved 8. nap et Lord st, 
Ysapow Rariway Spice ee Luar: for July 15, 
te be heard Ji George B. Cran, 2, New inn, solor = 

- = Ay of appearing must t yenah the cage Ora. 2, Hew nn, ten, ol 


London Gaxzetie.—Turspay, July 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep m CHaxcEEY. 
ro-Cavoasian Orn Co, Limtrsp—OCreditors are required, on or before Sept 3, to send 
ss and and the of their claims or demands, to Armand 


names particulars 
8-5, Rood lane. Ince & Co, Fenchurch at, solors 
Azistos Enainergine Co, Lumrep (Ix bape par gee fg are required, 


on or before 2, to send names of their debts 
or claims, to Jonathan __—- Learoyd, pearesate nnn 8 ant 
Halifax. Riley, Halifax, solor to liqui 
Gensure 5 Mi. Co. Ea Janeen — Coane are required, on or before Sept 2, to 
the particalary of eit debt or aaima, to Drea & Ona 
piston Hall a, Braden, Petn for winding up, presented July 90, directed to be 
iN \GINEEBING ,» LUIMITED—. 
heard on July 81, McKenna & Co, 1? and 18, Basinghall et, solos fox Notice 
of a must reach the above-named not later 6 o’clock in afternoon of 


ane Zoxt Minixe Reeenemes anv Estate Co, Luntrrp—Creditors are required, 
Sept 14. to send es and addresses, and the a 


eee fen bow Leake, 25, Abeb: ch lane of 
e ur 
Hapizy & Suorruovssz, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on claim, fo Anthony Hi, 
names and and the particulars of their peed pi ger 3 my Ellis, 
Mitre Works, Eyre st, ham. Pinsent & Co, lors for liquidator 
JosEPH asset, Linrtep- tors are required, on or before 14, to send their 
Colmore ro nlm tculas of that debts or solore for lig 
Ww; 
seeiixy & Gowan, Tis Liners -Coetiioes are required, on or before Sqpt 6 to send their 
names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to J: 


and 
2, Booth st, Manchester. Parkinson & Co, solors to liquidator 
MerrzorpotitaN Motor Manuracrunina Co, Liumrtep—Petn for F Atm: up, presented 
Jul; a Seated Se Se Sane’ oo 81, Watkins, 11, Queen Victoria wo hay ty 
Mo of appearing must reach fhe above-named not later than 6 0” in the afternoon 


piromntaxD Srzam Fisuinc Co, Limrrzep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 81 
their names and ert mag ay Ded at verve pg eeDaenge Loe Rem he 
Bias Usher, Went Bunning, Sunder Botterell & Roche, Sunderland, solors for 








Warning To agg Bape fey ee anp Lxsszzs. = Dehone Pe 

or renting a house have the Arrangements thoro y 

Tested and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering 
cooled on receipt of ‘full partioulare,. Established 26 years, ‘Telegrams, 

quoted on receipt o particulars. ta years. Telegrams, 

“Sanitation,’”’ London. Telephone; “ No. 316 W .”?—[ Apvt.] : 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gaszette.-—Faivay, July 19. 


Hoxtyonurcn, Jxssi®, Southampton, Builder Oct 1 Lewis v Townsend, Byrne, J. 
Newson, Jock Putecne Belicitor Ang 90 Daniel v Newbon, Farwell, J. Wills & 
EWBON, OSEPH, v ew 

Watta, Wardrobe chmbrs, Doctors’ Commons 


Wican, Gorpvow Tayton Sevsnen, Marseilles, France, Barrister at Law £5, ED | 
Cambridge University vy Waldron, Conne-dinaly, J. Webster, Howard st, Strand 
London Gazetie,—Turspay, July 23, 
Hovers, Henry Francis Epwanrps, Mey Cornwall Aug 19 Jaswantraj v 
Hi Byrne, J d 


Nayciz, Waiter Curprock, Mic jurrey, Retired Colonel Sept 1 Tulloch v 
Nangle, Joyce, J Lethbridge, 25, Abingdon st, Westminster 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasetie.—Fauipay, July 12, 

Asuwonts, Epuuxp, Holland Villas rd, Kensington Aug 28 Eaton, Manchester 
Baxer, Roszxt, Green lanes Aug 30 Gosnell & Say, Finsbury pavement 
Bayizy, Annz, Cheadle July 31 Buckley & Co. Stalyb: 

Burcu, Faxp, Newcastle under Lyme, Licensed Victualler July 31 Liewellyn & Son, 
Dennora, Winn, St Helens Junction, Lancs, Engineer Aug 23 Oppenheim & Malkin, 


Buvscay, | Exiza, Mossley, Yorks Aug9 Hyde, 
permill 


BUBY, oy Up: 
under L; 


iiesien, Guseee, Buttorwick, Lines, Farmer July 22 Waite & Co, Boston 
EBLAIN, Geono, Birkdale, Lancs, Stockbroker July 13 ‘wild & Thompson, 


Guaxxe, Joux, Sturton b Stour, Lincs, Builder 12 Tweed & Co, Lincoln 

Curea, Eowarp Liowg, Aug si Toylor't Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Cooxsox, Faxxy Remington, Clifton, Glos Aug 12 Francis & & Calder, Adelaide pl, 
Goorsa, Snax Jaxx, South Streatham Aug 12 Griffith, St Bride’s av, Fleet st 

Dare, Rey bev Atpax Eneaz Baunsxit1, Brympton Rectory, Somerset Aug 15 Newman 


wah, vod East Bergholt, Suffolk Aug 10 Westhorp & Oo, Ipswich 

Eur, — Snibstone, Leicester Aug 8 Fowler & Fowler, Leicester 
BLES, Ben BS J 

; Sarees ate uly s ee & pause, Lacie 

Gzpxy, pBaxsr. mig Eronig eg tS eee Aug 12 shore & Co, Eye 

a6, Exenezer, Architect Aug 10 Lambert, Queen Queen Victoria at 


poorrs, Peat A Robotham & 
2 ‘Sydcohern aha Ag 8 hstinr, ug jiu 8 


: ~— 
Wont, Janus Bunt, Bembey Rene Ft, acy oon ee 





in Saddleworth, Yorks Augi Bottomley & .Son, Ashton . 





Hoaxssy, Hanxax, Whitley Bay, Northumberland Aug8 Arnott & Co, Newoastle upon 
Howse, Mesrwh, Pontmawr, Maenclocbog, Pembroke Aug 14. T& WD Lewin, 
JAcKsox, + resi eto eB i feakenper eee 


[ames Foenss Con tr 12 ~~ ome 
Towaenen, “fuyxan C Guy, ‘Northampton July Market Har- 
Lez, W: 


LETHBRIDGE, masa “Bt Sells, eter, Barter st Law Aug 2% Rhodes & Son 


Lr , Ann, 

| aren Ansa saat ada ‘5 Wood. Aug 12 Huntley & Son, 
Loan Bes tom Huddersfield, House Furnisher Aug24 Ramsden & Co, Huddersfield 
ees wae Ranatp Westaor, Elm Park rd Sept 1 Druces & Attlee, 
hots | MACHRETH JOR Fazpaniox, Keyingham in Saat aie a 6 Poke 


Mu » 8. , Boothstown, nr Worsley, Lancs 30 
Renemtite. gd Eeeaia, Bracknell, Aug hola ay Phd etn Gi 


Ma , Axx, Woodf Snow & Gt St Thomas poate 
en yo a, gy te Ned Sept 12 AF & RW Tweeiie, 


MonTcomMERig, *Guonn T Tosnes Mo. Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 
Moors, Tuomas, Northwich, Deda thchans FOR er 22 A& St E Fletcher, Northwich 
Nevo, Hanutgrn, Vario Mew ml, Whitechapl Aug 381 Forbes & Son, Lon- 


Nicxo.ts, Sante Sleaford, Lincs, Wine Merchant Aug 29 Millington & Simpson, 
Roncayee, Sanau Anyz, and Duccrpetta Rapcurrs, Rugby. Aug 8 Fuller & Sen, 


by 
Buoves, Samvuet, Bradford, Glass Merchant Aug 10 Bradford 
Rosimsow, Rev J.uss, Macilesteld Aug 1¢ Perks & Gor Bhockpart 
Suaw, Exizaseru, Sutton “Be or 3t arch St. Helens 
STockLey, —— 
Srowe, Mary ann, Wi 
Brows, Witt1am Hesey, arwick Ang 3, Readiey Baadiey Co, Ai. 24 oa Handley & Co, Warwick 
Tuompsor, Joun Joszru, New Tceey oi Bheechick Olimes Aug 10 p Bg © Sons, Liverpool 


Tuompson, Ricuarp, Hackney & Co, Coleman st, 
Trevanion, Hucw Cuan.es, Lowndesaq Aug 20 Farrer & Co, Linocoln’s inn fields 
Trotiore, Jonyx RucinaLp, Eaton sq 1 Pritchard & Co, Trinity In 


UnswortH, Witi1aM, Astley, Lancs Aug3 Dootson, Leigh, Lancs 


W. B, Buen, Clapham Augi2 Chalinder, . 

Warerwarcnt, Ponee orm TE balk: Onkecnouth Aug 17 Wood, Wendbcidge 
A 

Warr, "Cumberland 


‘sLL1aM, Cockermouth, Aug i5 Walker, Cntempent 
Watkun, Annie, G0 Jomes sty Lisnoe grove, Marylebone Ang 12 Osldhem, Now. inn, 


~~: Joun Henry, Leeds, Plumber, Many Ann Witxinsox, Leeds Aug 31 Jones 

Witsom, Rey Ricuarp Wii114x, Sutton in Craven Aug 24 Spencer & Co, Keighley 
London Gazette.—Tusspay, July 16. 

Arsey, Waren, Bath 


26 Turner & peg: Gt Gt s iieshend 
aces, Rev Wastin Ween, Longfield, Kent wry Bons,, Angel ct, 


Ba “RB, Jos Derby Aug 17 & Derby 
Bankes, Wittian Gxoxo 2, Bromfelde rie > Aug 24 Chapman & Co, Henrietta 


sq 
Bazgert, 0 Joun, Swakeleys, nr Uxbridge Sept9 Janson & Co, College hill 
Baavas, tosuar Axwooo, Liverpool, Produce Broker Aug 21 ese & Bon, Man- 


| nag Wit, Butcher 12 Denotes & Leeds 
Bre.ey, Sanan, rT eo 4 H re Maxfield, a’ 
Biep, Ricuarp, Mauritius Augié Stewart, 8t Bride’s av 
WLES, FREDERICK CHARLES, Worcester, Publican Sept 18 Reece & 


en JoszrH Henry, Barnsbury Aug3t Kimber & Co, Watling st 
Cleckheatoa, ¥ & Co, 


" Tuo 16 
| nee eg SHELDON, rorubbee, Wilealow, Ohest Chester .Aug Hervey & Co, 


Cuams. . 2 Weld & 201 
gr gr rig ogg et ~ Ane ® Thomson, Liverp 
Comment, Bir Jony aan Rae vo-G0B" GOB Aug20 Wade & Lyall, Bishops- 
Co: Ma sor talae inn fields 

Onentaaie, ony, Cloughfold, lg EW Law, Watertoot 


Drcgrysoy, ate Jone, Seana, The Thornton av, Streatham Hill Aug 19 Ridley, Princes st, 


Dossox, Wittiam NEZER, Nottingham Augi6é Enfield & Son, Nottingham 
Exuis, Wittiam, Sta » Derby, Grocer 


veley 
Ev. Eur , Aug 31 gy hs ae ny 
Piweneh, Rey Hexny, M MK, Candey, Devon Augilé James, 
Pam, Speed Satees sees, under Lyne, Solicitor Aug 24 
Gop wal Aurrep, Great Sandi #, Bivnebeny Anew eee © Romie. Letementh 


Gaeaves, Groncs, Stannington, Y. To 
i Lincoln's ian 


Gresxw Euiz , Darlington 

Hatt, Tuomas ——y ARTHUR, Wendoser 

Hauisey, Ca = Ayn, Gravesend 81 lor & New Broad st 

Hayzs, ‘Aun » Walaa ‘Aug 6 6 Cooke, W: ae els, 
sth echt tee ty (GSS, DR aren ashe 

BNRY, 

Hopert sa, Btochonds Worcester Aug 16 


oy Io Bhes & Law, 
Licensed 





+ Sensing 
Market 
|? Hastwood, Nota 10" 
Owax, Tuomas, Treals Wy atntytodwe sicher Ay 10, age, Mottngham Bhondda 
Pavuisr, » Wellesbourne, Warwick Aug 13 Hemsley & Co, Albany court yd, 
Puansox, ALraxp, Dukinfield, Chester, Civil Engineer Sept 14 Hibbert & Westbrook, 
2 Tpmabrapetangts Li p00 July 23 Boyoe & Crowe, 


ea 


PHILLIPS, R, Rochdale 
QpniLéy, Conxaxius, Stratford 20 Barrett, Leadenhall s¢ 
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RepsHaw, Evwazp, Birmingham Augil Jacques & Sons, Birmingham 
Bicaanps, Hvcu Ausrey, Widnes, Drug Stores Keeper Augié Peters, Widnes 
Sxoxnam, Samvet Lipscoms, Whittington Old Hall, Staffe Aug 1 Chinn & Son, 


Sims, Tuomas Cures, Cheltenham, Confectioner Augi15 Witchell, Cheltenham 
Sonxssy, Repecca Exizanetu, Alvaston, Derby Augié Hobson, Derby 

Sraniey, Wi1114m, Birmingham Oct 29 Coley & Coley, Birmingham 

Tuomas, Morcan, Liantrisant, Glam, Grocer Aug 12 Treharne & Treharne, Rhondda 


» Gi 
Wanzen, Hexry, Winchester, Auctioneer Aug 31 Bailey & White, Winchester 
‘Witiramson, xt, Southport Sept 29 March & Co, Rochdale 
Yzouan, Tuomas Lawzencr, Aislaby, Yorks Aug 38l Gray, Whitby 


London Gazetie.—Frivay, July 19. 
nae << Wallington Jobson, Tassels inn fields 
: Wallington Zebeon, 


yp tle fields 
Camden rd we 20 jeant’s inn 
Louisa, Stafford 81 Hand & eo, ‘ord 
Franozs, Skirbe Lincs Waite & Co, Boston 
Epwanrp, Eastbourne A ry nanan & Co, John st, Bedford row 
Joun Mares, Gillingham, Norfolk, Farmer Augi3 Rix & Son, Beccles 
Ciovau, Janz, H Yorks Aug 20 & Co, ys eel 
Croven, Sanan, Howden, Yorks ry 4 20 Sager & a 
Cosoury, ALICE, Augi7 Snow & Co, Gt Bt ahoue oe 
Durrietp, Exvizasets, Southtown Harmer & Ruddock, Gt Y: 
Durrizxp, Joux, Southtown, Suffolk, Carter Aug 20 Harmer & Bi & Budock, Gt Yarmouth 
Dunn, SteruEn, Dudley, Butcher Aug 7 Hower & Fairbairn, Dudley 


ee West Didsbury, nr Manchester, Cotton Manufacturer Nov 1 Lleyd & 
Forses, Genes Wussvenns, Duke st, 8t James’s Sept 26 Lawrence & Co, New sq, 
Lincoln’s 
Grorcz, Hannan Soraia, m Augi? Fairfax, Banbu 
. im, | aeenain =~ lax, ry 


Goopa.t, CHARLES, 
Govert, CaTHERINE —o— pe Piymeuth } 20 Te H Wolferstan, Plymouth 
eae ans Wrexham 


Haggison, Exiza, Liverpool Aug 21 Jones 

Humser, Exiza, Derby Aug 31 S| & Ag F Gadeb . Derby 

Jounstons, Marra, Bolton gdns Sou pg & Co, Lincoln Lincoln’s inn fields 
Kensington Aug 17 Tatton, Old Jewry 

Laxeg, Wittiam Atrexp, Redhill, Hotel Proprietor Augi17 Morrisons & Nightingale, 


15 

Kent, Frances Loviss Emity, Holland 2H, Kenai 

Lister, James, ee, w Barnsley, Miner Aug 16 wy bday Barns! 
‘Cambrid ter 29°B ni ~! 







Lucas, ——_ ConsTan ee fon 

TIN, TIMPRON, y , am Liverpool 
Oaxes, Joun, Swinton, Lancs, Butcher Aug 20 Bowden ci weon, Manchester 
PoysEr, Jos1aH Tuomas, Lowestoft Sept 29 * F&H ae oy Broad st 
Ratsry, Jonn Mavpen, East Cowes, Chemist r Newport, I of W 
Bicuarpsoy, Evizaners, Dronfield” Derby i. "20 ight & & Parker Sheffield 
Rossrts, Taomas Reynowps, Brighton Aug 15 Bowel Bedford row 


Roszisson, Joux, Linthorpe, nr Middlesbrough, Builder wy 16 Jackson & Jacki . 
, Martham, Norfolk oe 20 Harmer & Ruddock, Gt Yar- 





Roaers, ~ omen 


— ag ig Heydon Pt By 

Srazxey, Ap. eaver Sept 1 "Assoft & Co, Oldham 
TERN, Sunsocn, i on Main, Banker Aug 31 Hollams & Co, In 
Tuomrson, Joun James, t Aug 15 Boote & Co, chester 
Tnoars, Tuowss, Langriville, Linc, Farmer July 31 Snaith, Boston 
—— Mary, ‘Wallington Aug 17 Appleton, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


Yartzs, Tuomas, Leamington, Warwick, Ironmonger Aug 31 Wright & Co, Leamington 








London Gasette.—Tuxspay, July 28. 
Anmtacs, Axy, Wakefield Augi0 Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds 
Bazrert, Joun, Great Massingham, Norfolk, Grocer Aug 19 Mellor, Downham Market 
—-~ Dame Ocravra WitLovansy, Cromwell rd Oct 31 Johnsons & Co, New aq, 


’s ion 
Bo.er, cave, Mansfield, Farmer Aug 31 Bryan, Mansfield 
Aug 81 


Buriz, Gzorcz, Farnborough, Southampton, Coal Merchant Foster & Wells, 
Aldershot 
on Persy Cano.ine, Balsall Heath, King’s Norton Aug30 Sanders & Parish, 


Dent, James, Glentworth, Lincs Aug 18 Danby & Co, Lincoln 
Exvyst, Ferpinanp, Withington, nr Manchester, Merchant Sept 3 Doyle, Manchester 
Firzroy, oe Mos L’Esreance, St Edmunds, Norfolk Aug 26 ‘Williams & James, Norfolk 


folk st 
En Joan Jutia, Weston Park, nr Bath Aug23 Adam & Co, Bath 
Gatz, Jonn Aurrep Estcourt, Treborough, Somerset Sept 2 Forrester & Moir, 


Gaecory, Tiswe, Dowend, Mangotsfleld, Glos Augi7 Spofforth, Bristol 

Grirritus, James, Hereford Sept10 Humfrys, Hereford 

Hampton, Wii11am, Hanley, House Agent Sept 10 Cooper & Co, Newcastle, Staffs 
HABDINGE, bers = Vow Donor, Pasadena, Los Angeles County, California, USA Aug3l 


Cartwright, Bristol 
Hazzizs, Jane, Saundersfoot, Pembroke Aug 29 Griffiths, Carmarthen 


Hunt, Jonn W11114m, Milverton, Somerset, Agent Aug18 Payne, Milverton 

Jackson, WitL14m, Doncaster Aug 20 Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 

Keyrs, Frepericx Cuan.es, Birmingham, Builder Aug 25 Gateley, Birmingham 
Mauy, Mary Ayn, Burntwood, nr Lichfield Aug 31 Russell, Lichfield 

Manninc, Txomas, Bristol, General Dealer Sept1 Barry & Harris, Bristol 

Mavcuan, Jossru, Barwick, Yorks, Farmer Sept 16 Watson & Co, Stockton on Tees 
ar Se Buxton, Lodging house Keeper, Ann Mitizr, Buxton Aug 31 Bennett 


Mitz1xot0x, Wit11am, Cottingham Rectory, Northampton Aug 31 Bellringer & Oo, 


Mitnes, Many, Ikley, Yorks Sept 30 Wade & Co, Bradford 
are, We Witu1am Dyer, Davies st, Berkeley sq, Jeweller Aug 31 Carr & Co, High 


NosteE, nell Epwaxp, Inverness ter, Hyde Park Sept 2 Stephenson & Co, Lom- 


Am Stanhope pl, Hyde Park Aug 31 Wild & Wild, Lawrence ln, Cheapside 
Payne, Cuares, Bristol Aug6 Perham & Son, Bristol 

Perkins, Exizanetu, Coventry Aug 21 Woodcock & Co, Coventry 

Puitiies, Harry Brruincuam, Margate Sept2 Potter & Co, King st, Cheapside 
Repreasn, Saran AnN, Accrington Aug9 Sprake, Accrington 

me: } tg» Lge Walkden, nr Mancheater, Colliery Proprietor Aug 24 Monks 


Bol 
Born, Joux Govg.ay. _ upon Tyne, Umbrella Maker Sept 5 Brown & Son, 
ewcastle upon 
Suaw, Any, Chadwicks Tstiey, Lancs Augi2 Marsh & Co, Leigh 


Syook, Fanny, Southampton Sept2 Goater & Blatch, Southampton 

Sowensy, Josy, Bristol Augi7 Spofforth, Bristol 

Srocxriscu, Lyp1a, Westbury on Trym, Glos Aug 17 Cubison, King st, Cheapside 

Cee, Fem, Bradford, Fancy Goods Salesman Aug 31 Hutchinson & Som, 
adfo 


Wa us, Gzorce Eruram, Maidstone, JP Aug20 Avery & Wolverson, New Cross rd 


| ‘Wa xixsuaw, Anruus WELLESLEY, Foochow, China, Merchant Sept 2 Stephenson & Co, 
Lombard st 








July 16 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
Macovzey, 


London Gazette.—Frivay, July 19. chmbrs, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. ron | 


Mangizs, Joun 

Banser, Groncz, jun, Sheffield, Leather Goods Manu- ~— 
facturer Sheffield’ Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Sass IW, —_ Ormesby, pie, Snaien per Mi 


Bo BI ae Mh, oe General Dealer | 
LTON, MEON ARSHAL 
York Pet July 16 Ord July 16 6 rena 
ill Coffee house 
Court Pet July1 Ord July 1 


Cuarxe, Tuomas, and James Denwis, N “htete, | 
La Engineers Leicester Pet July 15 Ord | 


Cockrit., CHaRLEs Doveras, Orlando rd, Clapham, Tailor | 
Wandsworth a a Sely 16 Ord Jaly'16 ai 
owe Wits Norwood, Stone Merchant High 
Pot Moras Ord Jaly is 

Pay Geaux, Hane Brentford Pet May 9 OrdJuly 


Coxran, Bicuarp Deon, Tas Newport, M Pet | 
ped 16, Ord July 1 ; = 
ew, Guy ALrrep p, Canpenter New- 
port, Mon Pet Jaly 15 Ord July 15 se 
Rui, Baten Henry, rd, 4 John’s Wood High | 
Court Pet July 17 ‘Ord sy? 4 Sipwet., Watts: 
Evans, Evan Jony, m, Colliery Labourer Pet J 
Pontypridd Pet July 16 Seah Jaly 15 
Fintn, Naruaw Crostey, ame Watchmaker Chester 
Pet July 15 Banger : 
Sunset rd, Journalist High Court Pet 


rors ye 
Gripenp, James, “Teds, Beerhouse Keeper Leeds Pet 


July 16 Ord July 16 


erchan 


Hewey, 


| Moraan, Lewis, 


Bowron, Jouy 
Keeper 


Pitkinton, Joan JAMES, 





Pet Jaly 16 Ord July 15 
a Rosearr, 
Tees 


Sevrzer, Moszs, 


| SaurTLeworrTH, Frep 
Smits, pasar, Sheffield, 
Ord July 15 


Valuer 





8 
Hoxsrwoon, Davin, Queen’s rd, La vender hill, Engineer ac. mt duly a Doctor Croydon Pet July | powanvs, Auraap James, Tonypandy, Glam, vill 
July 15 bg Sa Tuomrson, Tasca, Barnard Castle, Durham. Merchant July 26at8 135, High st, "Merthyr 

Bovonts, Auvaro Axruvs, Milliner High Court Stockton on Tees peg 16 Ord July 16 Fieup, Caastes Hewey, and Bicnagp Exnzst poor 

Pet duly 16 Ord July 16 te Shthernen. Westen, Gan Bester Bury 8t Bamunds, Licensed Victuallers July 26 # 
Erde On hee ee Tovifageton upon Hull Pet July 18° Ord July 16 Angel Hotel, Bury St Edmunds 

7 uly 17 Cros ester. tchmaker July # 

Kixc, Joux Francis, Leeds, Butcher’s Assistant Leeds | T®4PNett, Frepenick Pzance, Ilfracombe, Finny, Naruax Cuosiry Ch a Bhag roe 

Pet July 16 Ord Suly 16 vi Bristol Pet June'19 Ord July 17 F ‘Ang 2 
Lucas, | Joux Bensooarr | Manor Farm, _ nr | Tuxxss, worse Cattle Dealer Sheffield Pet | F**z1, Joun, Middlesboret te orcagh 

Pet July 1 Ord July 15 Wazeon, Hayray Gzorcz, Ry 0 Yous, Butcher Scar- | Goopnanp, Frepsrick Axruus, Manchester, Grey 4 
MacDoveatt, ArzxaspzR Wittiam, Blackheath, Fent, | borough Pet July17 Ord July 17 Agent July 26at3.5 Of Reo, Byrom at, 








Barrister at Law Greenwich Pet May 28 Ord 


a a Joun Macquezn, Old Jewry 
ts High Court Pet June 13 Ord 


Stratford - Avon, Musician 
wick Pet July 5 ey 


Moorz, Gzorcz, Romsey Fishmonger 
Southampton’ Pet July 15 o Ord ae 16 


Carmarthen, 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

| New ELL, Percy Vesnox, Walthams 
facturer HighCourt Pet July16 Ord July 16 


Norton, Rircare Rosinsoy, High rd, Pejotam, Surgeon 
Edmonton Pet June 27 Ord July 16 


Pickixs, Joun Tuomas, Morley, Yorks, Publican Dewsbury 
Pet July 15 Ord July 16 


Dartford, 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Ranxix, Groncs panes, 


Gainford, 
Pet June 24 ond July 16 


Kingston H 
upon Hull Pet July 17 Bat’ yaly 
Padiham, Lancs, Painter Burnley 
Pet July 16° Ord July 16 
iB, Leicester, 
uly 15 ‘Ord July 18 
Grocer Sheffield Pet July 15 
Gueee, stan, Walsall, Tanner Walsall Pet July 18 


Sranprizip, CHasizs Reypaty, Guston, 
* Canterbury Pet July 17 Ord July 17 


Woon, Guy H, Llandudno Bangor Pet June 25 Onl 
July 16 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 5: 


a Maurice yay . re High rd Greenwit 
Pet Juneil Ord J 


Amended notice substituted ~ - hs in the 
Cabinet Maker Carmarthen 1 e Jaleo: 


tow. Blouse Manu- Kwnaca, Asram, Barrow in Furness, Job Lot Buys 
Barrow in Furness Pet July5 Ord July 5 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Benyert, Estar, Gt Grimsby, Picture Frame Mam 
facturer July 28 at 11 Rec, 15, Osborne st, @ 


Grimsby 

Botton, a Mansuatt, Harrogate, General Dealt 
July 30 at 11.30 Off Rec. 28, Stonegate. York 

Bowron, Joy, rd, Stamford Hill, 
house Keeper July 80 at 12 Bankruptoy bidg, 


Ben, Mola Church 1a, Whitechapel, Printer July 28 
30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

mae... Frep, j nD» jum, Stockton on Tees Aug 7 at3 Of 
Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Ciarke, Gzonce Henny, ag Grey Cloth Ages 

July 26 at3 Off Rec, B cae bamemy cd 
TT, Wittiam Henry, npg aoe hare , License 
Conic stualler Aug 16 at 12° Temperance Hall, Pembrall 


D Dek Alexandsa park rd, Muswell Hi) 
x q 

 Mereantile it Clerk July 29 at 12 Bankruptcy bide 

Carey st 


House Decorator 





Bristol, Stationer Bristol 
nr Darlington Stockton on 


Boot Dealer 
17 
















Boot Manufacturer Leicester 









Font, Hotel 
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Hatt, ALFRED Expripez, St comp st, Bt Ge 
. Bast, Lamp Manufacturer July 30 at 2. 
ruptcy bidge, Carey st 
Hurcuixson, Joseen. Newcastle on Tyne, Hay Dealer 
July 26at 11.30 Off Reo, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 
Kerty, Tuomas, Huddersfield, Grocer July 29 at 12 Off 
Bec, 19, John William st, Huddersfield 
Lzssk, Newemran.fand Wituam Joxes, Milton, Staff-, 
= Distillers July 29at12 Off Rec, Newcastle under 
yme 
LippineTon, Freprerick Witiiam, Rugby, Cattle Dealer 
July 26at12 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Moytracus, James Josern, Hastings, Picture Frame 
Maker Aug 12at2 Coun‘y Court Office, 24, Cambridge 


14, Hastings 

MoorzE, Georez, Ro . Southamp 
July 39at3 Off Reo, 172, High st, Sou pton 

Morean, Lewis, Carmarthen, Cabinet Maker July 26 at 
11 Off Rec, Carmarthen 

RensHaw, Grorce, Bulwell, Settinghom, Grocer July 26 
at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Rossox, IsaBeLua Jaye, Newcastle on Tyne. Licoused 
) neon | July 30 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 

ve 

Rorren, Witt1am F, Grays, Essex, Diaper Ju'y 26 at 3 
95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

Scorr, Ex1sau, Darfield, Yorks, Coal Miner July 26 at 
1015 Off Rec, Regent st, Barnsley 

Sairwricht, Water, Regent’s parade, North Finchley, 
Btatiuner July 29 at 3 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

Surrn, James Heyry, Greenwich, Eogineer’s Fitter 
July 26at1130 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Wixixe, CaRo.ine Rivers, Forest Hilt July 29 at 11 30 
24, Railway app, don Bridge 

Woop, Witi14m, Oldham, Builder July 26at11 Bank 
chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 

Woopnaus, Rason, Littlehamoton, Corn Merchant . July 
26 at 3.15 Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Barser, Grorce. jun, Sheffield, Leather Goods Manu- 
facturer Sheffield Pet July 16 Ord July 17 
Botton, Simzon MarsHatt, Harrogate, General Dealer 
York Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Crarke, Tomas, § James Deywnis, North Evington. 
icester, Engineers Leicester Pet July 15 Ord 


Cuartes Doveias, Orlando rd, Clapham, 

Wandsworth PetJuly 16 Ord Jaly 15 

Caurcutey, Freperick Cuartes, Northampton, 
fectioner Northampton PetJuneil4 Ord July 15 


Comper, Ricnarp, Chepstow Newport, Mon Pet July 16 
Ord July 16 di = d 


Daniett, Carnys Foxrorp York bldgs, Adelphi High 
Court Pet Mayii Ord July 16 
Dew, Guy Atrrep Henry, Monmouth, Carpenter 
Newport, Mon Pet July 15 Ord July 15 
Copthall av 


Dixon-Brows, A, orton House, 
Exus, ARTHUR Henry, Abbey rd, 8t John’s Wood High 


‘a in the 
Bank- 


‘hrogm 
High Vourt Pet April 26 Ord July 12 
Court Pet July17 O1d July 17 
Evans, Evan Jonny, Penygraig, Glam, Colliery Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet July 15 Ord July 15 
Fina, NaTHAN Crosiey, Chester, Watch Maker Chester 
Pet July 15 Ord July 16 
GztpeRD, James, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper Leeds Pet 
July 16 Ord July 16 
Hoxzywoop, Davin, Queen’s rd, Lavender Hill, Working 
Engiseer High Court Pet July 15 Ord July 15 
Horxe. Henry Gerorce, Birmingham, Electro Plater 
i Pet April 26 Ord July 13 
Hovcuin, Atrrep Arruur, Barbican, Milliner High 
Court Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Jouxson, Tuomas, Harrogate, Grocer Preston Pet June 
7 


2% Ord July i 

Jorpan, Wittiam, and Epwarp Jorpay, Old st, 8t Luke’s, 
Cab Proprietors HighCourt Pet July17 Ord July 17 

Kise, Joun Francis, Leeds, Butcher’s Aseistant Leeds 
PetJuty 16 Ord July 16 

Lawson, Morpaunt, Evening Hill, nr Thursby, Merchant 
Cariisle Pet July9 Ord July 15 

L ppiveton, Freperick Wiuam, Rugby, Cattle Dealer 
Coventry Pet July i Ord July 17 

Lvoss, Joun Henry, Bessecarr Masor Farm, nr Doncaster, 
Yorks, Farmer’s Bailiff Kingston upon Hull Pet 
July 1 Ord July 15 
Bigs, Joun Henry, Stratford on Avon, Musician 
Warwick Pet ay 5 ey ~ FH 
RE, GEORGE, msey, uthampton, Fishmonger 
Southampton PetJuly 15 Ord July 15 

Mozcan, Lewis, Carmarthen, Cabinet Maker Carmarthen 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

EWELL, Percy Vernon, Walthamstow, Blouse 

acturer High Court Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Psozenik, AnTuur, South Audley st High Court Pet 
Aprii13 Ord July 17 

Pwsuxs, Joy THoyas, Morley, Publican Dewsbury Pet 
July 15 Ord July 15 

Pigixton, Joun James, Dartford, 
Rochester Pet July 16 Ord July 1 


Manu- 


* eed Decorator 


‘Prick, Emma PAarrey, y Radoor, Lodgin 
houss Keeper Newtown Pet June 19 Ord July 17 . 
Porves, ANDREW, Wol pton, r Wolverhamp- 


ton PetJuly 12 Ord Jul 16 
(CHARDSON, FRANCES, Sheffield, Tobacconist Sheffield 
Pet May 25 Ord July 16 
Rosa, Joun Enwnest NDER, Birmingham, 
gham Pet May 30 Ord July 11 


Seurzer, Moszs, Kingston ull, Boot Dealer 


Grocer 
upon 
PO atom “re —_ SS ouy BY Of 17 
WORTH, FrEp, iham, Lan: ter Burnl 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 = ~ 
WELL, WALTER, , Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
P Pet July 15 Ord July 16 
MITE, pasar, aes, Grocer Sheffield Pet July 15 
uly J 
TLY, WittiAM Jamas, Hammersmith h Coust 
Pet May 81 Ord July 16 _ 


Sranprizip, Cuartes Rexpart, Guston, Kent, Hotel 
Valuer Canterbury Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Tasker, THomas, Leeds Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Tuomeson, James Barnard Castle, Durham, Innkeeper 
Stockton on Tees Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Tover, THomas, Roos in Holderness, Yorks, Flour Dealer 
Kio upon Hull Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Tracy, Freperic STEPHEN ARCHIBALD Hansury, Queen’s 
h Court Pet Nov8S Ord July 15 
Turner, Roszrt, Sheffield, Catile Dealer Sheffield Pet 
July 17 Ord July 17 


Watsoy, Hzyry Grorat, Filey, Yorks, Butcher Scar- 
borough Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

Wairtock, Jonn Lawson, Bristol, Tobacconist Bristol 
Pet July 6 Ord July 16 

Witxins, Carorine Rivers, Forest hili Greenwich Pet 
June il Ord July 16 

Wricnt, Geoncze. Bumingham Birmingham Pet April 
12 Ord July 13 ’ 

Youne, Henry, Archway 14, Upper Holloway, Dairsman 
High Court Pet June 10 July 15 

London Gazetie.—Turspay, July 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Appteson, Jacos, Leeds, Maker Leeds Pct July 
7 OniJuly 17 anon . 


Brap.ze, Gzorce Epwarp, Earlsheaton, Yorks Dewsbury 
Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Berts, Cuartes Evenirt, Norwich, Restaurant Manager 
Norwich Pet July 18 Ord July18 

Boutzman, Georce, Burnley, House Painter 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Cuvsp, J 8, & Co, Cardiff, Build 
Ord July 18 


Burnley 
ers Cardiff Pet July 16 


u 
Coteman, Witu1am Jouy, Bristol, Confectioner Bristol 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Dawson, Samugst Henry, West Bromwich, Grocer West 
Bromwich Pet July17 Ord July i7 
Dopasnon, JAMEs, Sas Yorks, Dealer Leeds Pet July 
ly 1 


18 Ord July 

Ecuuin, Peter, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, Hotel 
Propietor Exeter Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Fiat, Frepericn, Leeds, Traveller Leeds Pet July 17 
Ord July 17 


Freeman, Detamark, Dorset sq, Surgeon High Court 
Pet June 24 Ord July 19 

co ° = Cartes High Court Pet June 10 Ord 
uly 19 

Gitt, Crecm Epcar, Baltonsborough, Somerset, General 
Dealer Wells Pet July 18 Ocd July 18 

Gray-Jongs, Gzonce Hay, ell st, Long Acre, Priat- 
= xs Employee High VUourt Pet July 20 Ord 

y 20 


Hessircrave, Artuur Bert, and WALTER HgssLecRaAve, 

pee Sheffield, Masons Sheffield Vet July 19 Ord 
uly 19 

Hoimes, Geonce Ricnarp Hupsox, Monkwearmoutb, 

a, Model Maker Sunderland Pet July i8 Ora 
yl 

Jackson, Tuomas Sitverrsorse, Lewisham, Builder 
Greenwich Pet Juiy17 Urd July 17 

Kararo, Henry, Wickwar, Gos, Baker Bristol Pet July 
18 Ord July 18 

Kissy, Grorcze Anny, Sheffield, Plumber Sheffield Pet 
July 4 Ord July 18 

Knicut Sypyey, Barnstaple, Miller Barnstaple Pet July 
1s OrdJuly 18 

MacGkreeor, James, Burton on Trent, Brewer Burton on 
Trent Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Moorcsort, Grorce ArTHuR, Burton on Trent, Shopkeeper 


Burton on Trent Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Mownpay, Joun, iff, Chemist Cardiff Pet July4 Ord 
7 


Jaly 1 

Mouyy, bie, and Ausert Epwarp Muwy, and Harry 
Epear Mons, K ing, Boot Manufacturers North- 
ampton Pet Ju'v 12 July 20 

Parsons, GrorcE, Upton on Severn, Builder Worcester 
Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Scutetts, Hermann Geora Avevust Conran, Castle st 
Kast, Oxford st, Licensed Victuailer High Court Pet 
July 38 oUrd July 18 

Szmark, Hargy Bonny, Dover, Accountant High Court 
Pet June 18 Ord July 18 

Surrn, Casson Perrott, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitor 
High Court PetJune5 Ord July 18 

Smits, 8, & Soy, Percy rd, Kiburn, Blind Manufacturer 
High Court Pet May 30 Ord July 18 

, Glos Bristol Pet April 4 


Ord —- 
Geonames, | maa, Hanley, Grocer Hanley Pet July 19 
y 


Srock, Frepsrick, Mango 


Ord 


Tayor, Joseru, Dyott st, Shaftesbury av, Designer o! 
yr Fittings High Court t July 19 Ord 
y 


Tuomrson, Henry, Burton on Trent, Innkeeper Burton 
on Trent Pet July 20 Ord July 20 


Wooprorp, Goprrry, Pet July 19 
Ord July 19 

Warient, Water, Normanton, Butcher Derby Pet 
July 19 Ord July 19 

notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 16: 

Preston, Wittiam THomas, Small Birmingham, 

Plumber Birmingham PetJuly 12 Ord July 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
AppLeson, Jacos, Leeds, —— Maker July 81 at 11.3) 
Off Ree, 22, Park row, Lee 
Arxix, Tom, Bridlington, Builder July 31 at 11,30 74, 
Newboro Sear’ 


ug 

Banser, Gores, jun, Shetfield, Leather Goods Manu- 

facturer July 80 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Barker, Jonny, Leeds, July 30 at 12 Off Reo, 22, 

Park row, 

Beck, Harry, Leicester, Warehouseman July 30 at 12.30 

Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

CasLe, Frank Hawkes, Middleton, Builder July 31 at 3 
Bank Queen st, O 


duly 3Lat12 174, 


Crarxe, Tuomas, and James Dennis, North Mvingwu, 
Leicester, Engineers July 31 at 12 Off Rec, 1, 
Berri: st, Leicaster 

Cotzmay, Wiii1aM Jonny, Bristol, Confectioner Aug 8 at 
11.45 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Cooke, Bayay Groner Davies, Colomendy, nr Mold, Flint, 
Colonel ia H M Army Aug 1 at 2 Orypt chmbrs, 
Eastgate row, Ch ster 

Cooper, W1LL1AmM South Norwood, Stone Merchant Aug t 
at230 Bankruptcy bldgs, U st 

Cox, Wiiiram Josera, Gt nr Bromsgrove, 
Bricklayer July 81 at 11 174, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Dovetas, Witt1am, Higher Broughton, nr Manchester, 
olipper Manufacturer July 21at 320 Off Rec, Byrom 
st, ester 

Fiat, Frep«rick, Leeds, Traveller July S31 at 11 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, ds 

GarsuTt, Tom, Pickering, Yorks, Mechanical Engineer 
July 81 at 3 74, Newborough, Scarborough 

Getperp, James, Leads, Beerhouse Keeper July 30 at 11.80 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Gitt. Ceci. Kocar, Baltonsborough, Somerset, General 
Dealer Aug 8at12 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Hovcuix, ALFRED ARTHUR, Barbican, Milliner Aug 2 at 
12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Jozrt, 8 J, Fulham July 81 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Carey et 

Karuro, Henry, Wickwar, Glos, Baker Aug 8 at 11.30 
Off Rec, ta'dwin st, Bristol 

Kine, Joun Francis, Leeds, Butcher's Assistant July 31 
at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Le.ds 

Lawson, Morvaunt, Eveniog Hiil, nar Thursby, Cumber- 
oe cae Aug 6 at 3 Off Rec, 24, Fisher st, 

isle 

Manzies, Jonny Henry, Stratford on Avon, Musician July 
3)at12 Off Re:, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Mitts, Wittiam, Old Trafford, nr Manchester, Marine 
Engineer July 81 at 2,30 Off Rec, Byrom st, M«n- 


cheater 

Parsonson, Josepo Marspren, Coleman st Aug 1 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Pirxineron, Joun James, Dartford, House Decorator Aug 
12 at 1130 115 High st, Rochester 

Pattey, Toomas Wituiam, Old Trinity House, Water In, 
Chemist Augiat 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Parstron, WittiAm Taomas, Smali Heath, Bi 
Piumber Aug 1 at il 174, st, Bir- 
mingham . 

Paice, Seonaz Lyduey, Glos, Bui'der Augi at 12 Off 
Rec, Westgate combrs, Newport, Mon 

Purves, AxpsEw Wolverhampton, Grover Aug 2 at 11 
Off Wo verhampton : 

Rankin, GEoRGE Herpman, Bristol, Stationer July 31 at 
iz Off tke dwin st, B.istol 

Scorr, M 8, Urayton gdns, South Kensington Aug 7 at 

14 SBankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Se.rzer, Moses, Kingston upoa Hull, Boot Dealer July 
3u at 11.30 Off Rec, Trinity House in, Hull 

SIipWELL, WALTER, . Boot Manufacturer July 30 
at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

STANDFIELD, CHARLES KENDALL, Guston, Kent, Hotel 
Vaiuer Aug8 at9 Off Rec, 63 Castie st, Canterbury 

Stock, FREDERICK, d, Glos Aug 8 at 12.15 

Off Reo, Baldwin st, 

Sruacess, ARTHUR, St Mary’srd, Peckham, Author Aug 
8ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Tasker, Tuomas, Leeds July 30ati1l Off Rec, 22, Park 


row, Leeds 

Tover, Tuomas, Roos in Holderness, Flour Dealer July 
80 at il Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Trarnett, Faepexsick Psgarcs. Lifracom Li 


be, ceased 
Victualler Juiy 31 at 1216 Off Kec, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 


Youve, Hexry, Clayton terr, Archway rd, U, Holloway, 
Dairyman July 31 at 2.30 peubvagiey telge, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Appzson, Jacos, Leeds, Slipper Maker Leeds Pet July 
17 Ord July 17 
Beavis, Grorck Epwaxp, Earlsheaton Dewsbury Pet 
July 20 Ord July 20 


Betrs, CHARLES Evenitt, Norwich, Restaurant Manager 
Norwich PitJuy 18 Ord July 18 
Bowron, Joan Grimes, Castlewood rd, Stamford Gill, 
oes house Keeper High Court Pet July 1 Ord 
wy 
Bucuanan, Ropert, South Side, Clapham Common High 
Court Pet Oct8 Ord July 18 
Cuazmam, Harry, Brighton High Court Pet April 24 
rd July 1 
Davies, Joun, Portmadoc, Baker Portmadoc Pet Ju'y 11 
Ord July 20 
Dawson, Samust Henry, West wich, Staffs, Grocer 
West Bromwich Pet July 17 Ord Jaly 18 


Dopesuon, James, Otley, Yorks, Boot Dealer Leeds Pet 
July 18 Ord July 18 
Ecuun, Peres, me - * Salterton, Devon, Hotel Pro- 
piietor Exeter Pi My 2 Ord July 16 
Fintu, Farperick, Leeds, Traveller Leeds Pet July 17 
uly 17 
Fiercuer, Peres. Cockermouth, Tanner Workington 


Pet June 13 Ord July 19 
Fox, Grorcr CLARKE, High st, Camden Town, Hosier 
Gareren, Sous ‘Toosss, Minmingham, Gestiler. Bittalags 
BTHING, JOHN jOmas, 
ham’ Pet July 11 Ord July 19 


Git, Crom Epear, borough, General Dealer 

Wells PetJaly 18 Ord July 18 

Gear-Jones Gores Hay, Enadell st, Printeeller’s Em- 
ployee High Court Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Hawtry, Josren, and Marruew Hawtey, volne, 

Buiders Burnley PetJune25 Ord July 19 

HeEssLecrRave, AnTHUR BELL, and WALTER HESSLEGRAVE, 
Gepeies, cheffiela, Masons Sheffield Pet Juiy19 Ora 

uly 1 
Hitt, KR Marxeam, Lincoln High Court Pet May 25 
Ord July 19 


Hoty Gsores Recnarp Hupsoy, 
urham, Model Maker Sunderiant 


Monk wearmouth, 
erland PetJuly18 Ord 








Castenper, Antour Henry, West Bromwich, Staffs, Fitter 
Corporation st, Birmingham 


D 
Ord J 
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Karnnzo, Henry, Wickwar, Glos, Baker Bristol Pet July 
18 Ond July 18 

Lersz, Nenemian, and Wi111am Jones, Miton, Staffs, 
Oil Distillers Hanley Pet June 27 Ord July 17 

MacGrecor, James, Burton on Trent, Brewer Burton on 
Trent Pet July 29 Ord July 20 

Manztin, Syoney Heeeert, Bucklersbury, Mortgage Agent 
High Court Pet May is Ord Jut y19 

Moorcrorz, Grorce Artave, Burton on ia Shagteger 
Burton on Trent Fet Jaly 16 Ord July 

Nortox, Rircute Ropixsoy, High rd, “Tottenham, 
Physician Edmonton Pet June 27 Oid July 18 

Parrons, Georcs, Upton on Severn, Carpenter Worcester 

Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Preston, Witt1am Tsomas, Small Heath, Birmir gham, 
Plumber Birmingbam "Pet July 12 Ord July 19 

Rourter, Wittiam F, Griys, Essex, Draper Che!msford 
Pet June 19 Ord Ju! y 15 

Scutetrrez, Hermann Grorc Avaust Conrap, Caste st 
East, Oxford st, Jeweller High Court Pet Jaly 18 
Ora July 19 

Scotcurr, —" Hanley, Grocer Hanley Pet July 19 
Ord July 19 

Tay.or, JoszrH, Dyott st, Shaftesbury av, Manufac'urer 
—— Fittings High Court Pet July 19 Ord 
uly 19 

Tsompsox, Henry, Burt »n on Trent, * enema 
on Trent Pet Ju y20 Ord July 

Wooprorp, : ie Leicester 
Ord July 

Wricst, Wace TER, - re Butcher 
July 19 Ord July 1 

ADJUDICATION pa AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 

Nott, Jonx Grorce Latsam Pieypett, Prince of Wales’ 

Me gwen 4 st Piccadilly, Captain High Court 


d Dec 3), 1896 Adjud Jan 1, 1897 Resca d 
Anuul Joly 20, 1901 


Burton 
Seledies Pet July 19 
Derby Pet 





—~ C. SPURLING, M.A., B.C.1. (Oxford), 
First Class Honours, late Scholar of Christ Church. 
Editor of the Eleventh Edition of “ Smith’s Manual of 
Common Law,” Barrister. at-Law, continues to PREPARE 
for the Bar avd University Law Examinations by Day, 
Evening, or Post. 
Univ Examinations, 1900.—10 Pupils (all those sent 
up) successful. 
Bar ae | oa, 1901.—25 sent up, 21 passed, 
4 obtaining a Second Class. 
8. 11, New-court, , Carey-street, W.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. OAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized, 


C. H. CLAYTON,} Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON. | Secretaries. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estasiiss ED 1828), 
Interests in Real and Personal 
yaa and Life Interests and Life Policies, anJ 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,225. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard. to 
an. COLEMAN STREET E.c. 
G ENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 


No. 2% PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
(Bemovep rrom 5 WHITEHALL.) 


Eetablished 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of 
Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 


Share and Debenture Capital £647,970. 


Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 
charzes. Policies Purchased. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 











CHAIRMAN : 
Sim HENEY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Bazr., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 


x et ee co ey eee hold Prop Build, or 
e Free’ Leasehold, or Copyho! ropert 
east ier Laame hodened cn os eesti — 
Preference Shares £10 each ; Interest at ~ Cent. 
Deposite received at 3, 3, and 4 per Cent, 


Proepectus free of 
FREDERICK LONG, Manager, 


Special Advantages to ‘Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL insvrayce company 
uiuirep. FIRE, 


Established 1903, 
1, Ola Ponbtean, E.C., 22, Pall Mall, 8.W., 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 
Bubscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £200,000, 
Total Funds over £1,6500,000 
Z. COZENS SMITH, General Manager. 





and 





SHORTHAND AND TYPEWRITING. 


TREADWELL & WRIGHT, 


I. of 8.W., N.U.T., 
33 CHANCERY LANF, W.O. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL SHORTHAND WRITERS 
AND TYPISTS. 
ESTABLISHED 1845. 
The Shorthand Writers appointed by the “oy in Pablic 


and Private Examinations under th 
Companies Acts. 
Legal and General Verbatim and Condensed Reporting. 
All kinds of Legal, Literary, and General Type Copying. 
Competent Clerks for Emergencies and Arrears, 
Rooms and Clerks for service of Clients on the premises. 
Country orders returned same day if required. 





Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS- -YN-~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merionethshire, 
Wales. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Classes only. 


Shooting—19,000 acres. Fishing-—9 miles Salmon, 
27 miles Trout. 
References— 


Dr. Gzo. Savace, 8, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
square, London. 


Dr. D. Ferner, 84, Cavendish-square, London, 
For Prospectus, Terms, &c., apply to 
Dr. WALKER, J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 


TREATMENT OF OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., canle te 
. & D. HOGG. 


_ Hiedical Superintendent. — 





THE INEBRIATES ACTS, "1879-99, & PRIVATELY. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 
UNDER ENTIRELY NEW MANAGEMENT. 


For the Treatment and Care of Gentlemen suffering from 
Inebriety and Abuse of Drugs. Healthy employment and 
recreations : Workshops, poultry farm, gardening, cricket. 
tennis, billiards, &c. Nine acres of Grounds. Electric light 
throughout. Terms 1} to 2} Guineas weekly. No Extras. 

Apply to Resipent Mepicat SupeRinTENDENT. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: J. HEADLEY NEALE, M.B., 
M.R.C.P. Lond. Principal: H. M. RILEY, ‘Aseoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Exeellent 
Legal and Medical Relwenee. For terms and particulars 
apply Mist Mise RILEY, or the Principal. 


BRAND & COS 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 
ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &c., 


Of ali Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & CO., LTD., MAYFAIR, W 
WORKR. VAUXHALL. LONDON. 


THE MOST NUTRI rious. 


EPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


BREAKFAST—SUPPER. 








1%, MsTrArs 





SPECIAL NOTICE 10 CIGARETTE CONNOISSRURE, 


— MARK 


&, b 
Sidtrdtt?g, 
Acksowtetaes by the whole Legal Profession to be- 
he FINEST CIGARETTE ever Produced, 


The “ LEGAL ” Cigarettes are cavctelliy rolled by hand 
the most experienced Cigarette makers. The Tobace» 


most carefully blended to suit the taste of the best con~ | 
noisseure, and are sold in three different kinds :— 

SPECIAL EGYPTIAN Dee io —1/9 for 25 ; 3/6 for 50; 

EGYPTIAN BLEND No. tg 1/- - or 18; 2/9 for 505. 


/6 for 100. 
STRAIGHT CUT VIRGINIA - od. for 20; 1/9 for 50; : 


For Samples, post-free, apply to— : 
THE ‘‘LEGAL’’ CIGARETTE MG. CO.,” 
71 & 72, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. : 


EDE AND SON, 





BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her aieett the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the” 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Olerks of the Peace. 3 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, | 
The Companies Seta, 1862 to 1900, 


AUTHORITY a 








Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use | 


SuHarE CeRrivicatEs, DepENTURES, &e., engraved and 
printed. Orriciat Szats d d and 5 


Solicitors’ Account Books, § 


RICHARD FLINT & CO 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., | 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 











NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE && © 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts, 
By FeancisJ.Gaexn, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, 

INSURANCE OFFI 
Founded 1710. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: | 
40, CHANCERY LANE, WG 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. ; 
Insured in 1900 Exceeded £450 000,00 
ESTABLISHED 1782. 
PHG@NIX FIRE OFFICE 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, Londeael 
Lowest Current Rates, 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements, 
Assured free of all Liability, 
Elestric Lighting Rules supplied, 
Faavois 8. Maopom ap, Secretary. 


« 60 GUINEAS 


SC 00L SHIP “CONWAY 


roy cakes 
YOUNG GENTLEMEN 
topccome OFFICERS: 
IN MERCHANT STEAMERS, 
FOR PROSPECTUS APPLY TO | 
THE CAPT., AT. MILLER. Rt, 











